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The New “Normal” 


My friend, who is a middle-school counsel- 
or, and I discussed the feature TNA article 
“Snared by Drug Companies” (March 24 
issue) and compared details with her 1987 
copy of the Diagnostic and Statistical Man- 
ual of Mental Disorders (DSM). 

She confirmed how the manual has 
evolved to label as “disorders” what used 
to be handled closer to home — Intermit- 
tent Explosive Disorder (temper tantrums) 
and Academic Underachievement Disorder 
(not wanting to do school work). A huge 
clue as to why the number of disorders has 
grown from 106 to 312 is the billing codes. 
Each disorder includes “a billable medical 
code that can be used to specify a diagnosis 
on a reimbursement claim.” If a condition 
is classified, it can be billed to the insur- 
ance. More classifications, more billings, 
equals more money. This makes perfect 
sense — to the doctors and drug manufac- 
turers. And, it seems, many parents may be 
accepting negative diagnoses and drug pre- 
scription for their children to excuse their 
failure in basic parenting. 

We perused the book, and as two of the 
normal people (like the 1,500 DSM con- 
tributors), we found many of the disorders 
quite reasonable. Admittedly, there are 
a lot of crazy people out there, and this 
book can explain why, to what degree, 
how many, and where found. Each disor- 
der has a “prevalence” ranging from not 
common, to fairly common among a per- 
centage of the population. We did the math 
and discovered that everyone except me, 
my friend, and the DSM contributors are 
afflicted with at least one disorder, but it 
could be higher, much higher, with some 
moderate to severe symptoms. 

Now, we’re worried someone will catch 
on to this scheme and eventually snare the 
few remaining normal people with a dis- 
order named “delusions of being normal,” 
just so everyone will be billable. 

JIM BOHN 
Spokane, Washington 


Problem and Solution 


The primary underlying problem in the 
United States is the persistent spirit of 
individualism. For too many years, most 
of our population has believed in the in- 
dividual spirit. 

This individual spirit has led other citi- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


zens to mistakenly believe in the great fic- 
tion known as “The American Dream.” All 
too many people have been conditioned 
to believe in success through innovation, 
hard work, dedication, industriousness, 
diligence, etc. — all the code words for 
self-improvement. 

This is nothing but selfish interests glo- 
rified. We have competing manufacturers, 
competing services, competing banks, 
competing grocers, competing drug stores, 
and, worst of all, competing schools. This 
is needless duplication, which by defini- 
tion is wasteful — wasteful of our limited 
time, abilities, and resources. 

The remedy is “alienation.” Alienation 
of the selfish individual spirit to the su- 
premacy of the collective will, the will of 
the state, the will of the government, the 
will of our leader. One of the most pro- 
gressive nations on Earth acknowledges 
its “Great Leader” as the embodiment of 
the perfection of the benefits of surrender- 
ing the selfish individual will to the en- 
lightened collective will. 

Contrary to the ramblings of Adam 
Smith in The Wealth of Nations (1776), in 
which Smith postulated the “enlightened 
self-interest” of the individual would lead 
to the wealth of a nation — and which pro- 
vides the philosophical and ethical basis for 
a capitalist society — we should look to the 
wisdom of Hegel, Kant, Marx, and Lenin. 

The generic term is “collectivism” or 
“totalitarianism.” That is a political system 
in which the state holds total authority over 
the society and seeks to control all aspects 
of public and private life wherever pos- 
sible. Examples are mass movements such 
as communism, fascism, and Nazism. 

But there is a problem: achieving the 
goal of omnipotent government with a 
minimum of social and political conflict. 
The answer is the future governing gen- 
erations: our children. 

The solution is Common Core. Our next 
generations must be indoctrinated to the 
wisdom of the Will of the State — the Col- 
lective Will. 

RICHARD T. REGAN 
Sent via online 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
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ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Biden Challenges Air Force Gras to Shape “New World Order” 


Vice President Joe Biden, addressing the Air Force Academy’s 
graduating class on May 28 in Colorado Springs, said he believes 
that the class “has an incredible window of opportunity to lead in 
shaping a new world order for the 21st century.” 

It was the second time in a little over a year Biden has used 
the term “new world order” to describe his vision for America’s 
role in the world, the earlier one being his April 5, 2013 address 
to the 38th Annual Conference of the Export-Import Bank of the 
United States in Washington, D.C. In that speech, Biden main- 
tained that “the affirmative task we have now is to actually create 
anew world order.” 

During his speech at the Air Force Academy, Biden asserted 
that the graduates’ role in shaping a new world order for the 21st 


century could be done “in a way consistent with American in- 
terests and common interests.” Moving on to specifics, he said, 
“First and foremost our work begins by rebuilding America’s 
foundations, our economic foundations, our moral and strategic 
foundations.” 

Biden then promoted the internationalist viewpoint that the 
United States must continue to be engaged with a physical pres- 
ence around the world, citing the many areas and reasons Ameri- 
ca should intervene, “including violent extremism that is becom- 
ing more diffuse, countries emerging from chaos in the midst of 
war,” and more. He stated: 


The president and I believe that all these challenges require 
the United States to stay engaged in the world, to lead and to 
be a force for positive change, because one thing we know 
for certain: If America is not on the field, the vacuum will 
be filled. 


While a thorough understanding of exactly what the New World 
Order entails requires searching far back into the world’s his- 
tory (some say as far back as the French Revolution), George 
Orwell, in his too-realistic-for-comfort dystopian novel 1984, 
described it as well as anyone: “The three major powers were 
not fighting this perpetual war for victory, they were fighting to 
keep a state of emergency always present as the surest guarantee 
of authoritarianism.” 


Anti-EU Parties Soar in “Political Earthquake” Elections 


With European Union bosses working overtime to finish crush- 
ing what remains of national sovereignty and self-government 
in Europe, the public across much of the bloc appears to have 
had enough. In the May 22-25 elections to the European “Par- 
liament,” political parties opposed to the ongoing EU takeover 
made massive gains. Meanwhile, in another troubling omen for 
the super-state and its proponents, less than 45 percent of eligible 
voters actually cast a ballot in the elections. 

Perhaps the most significant victory for liberty-minded pro- 
sovereignty forces came out of the United Kingdom. The U.K. 
Independence Party (UKIP), which has been demonized by the 
establishment, officially became the biggest political force, earn- 
ing close to 30 percent of the vote and beating out both “estab- 
lishment” parties — the first time in a century an alternative to 
the two has beat them both. The pro-EU Labor Party and the 
ruling Conservative Party each earned less than one-fourth of the 
vote, prompting Conservative Prime Minister David Cameron to 
acknowledge the obvious: The public is “disillusioned” with the 
super-state. 

Another victory for the anti-establishment party came from 
France, where the pro-sovereignty and anti-euro National Front 
officially became the biggest political force in the nation based 
on the election results. National Front chief Marine Le Pen said 
the public in her homeland had “shouted loud and clear” that 


France should be run “by the French, for the French and with the 
French” rather than by “foreign commissioners” at the EU. 

The latest election results are a major setback for the EU and 
its apparatchiks. However, as EU rulers have promised repeatedly 
in recent years, they intend to rule the peoples of Europe from 
Brussels, regardless of what the public thinks. The latest hammer- 
ing at the polls is unlikely to make a serious dent in that process 
— especially because Europe is really run by the European Com- 
mission, which is beyond the reach of voters. Still, the carefully 
constructed fagade of public consent is crumbling quickly, and 
eventually, the EU might go with it. 


Nigel Farage 
talks to the media 
at the European 
Parliament via a 
video link from 
Britain. 
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On May 21, 2014, Russia and China signed a 30-year, $400 bil- 
lion deal for Gazprom, Russia’s (and the world’s) largest natural- 
gas producer, to deliver over 1.3 trillion cubic feet of Russian 
natural gas to Communist China each year. 

Speaking to representatives from various global enterprises at 
the 18th International Economic Forum, held in St. Petersburg, 
Russia, Russian President Vladimir Putin, a former KGB officer, 
said of the Gazprom-China deal: 


This deal is for 30 years, while I think there’s enough supply 
for 50 years. They are underestimated. Extractable reserves 
at the two deposits that we would introduce — Kovykta 
and Chayanda — are 1.5 trillion cubic metres of natural 
gas reserves each. Which means in total there’s 3 trillion. In 
reality, I repeat, there’s more. 


Russia, China Sign $400 Billion Energy Deal 


Aled Jones, the director of the Global Sustainability Institute at 
Anglia Ruskin University, told the U.K. Guardian on May 21, 
“Russia’s new pipeline to China will increase competition for 
natural gas from 2018 and will most likely increase the cost we 
pay for natural gas here in the EU. It will certainly increase the 
pressure on European countries to find alternative gas supplies.” 

Just as America is dependent on foreign oil from Saudi Arabia 
and other Arab states in the Middle East, Europe is at the mercy 
of Russia and its ruling oligarchs. Roughly 30 percent of Eu- 
rope’s continental gas comes from Russia. Gazprom already has 
30-year contracts with BASF in Germany, Eni S.p.A. in Italy, and 
Gaz de France in France. 

Eastern European states that were once militarily and politi- 
cally dominated by the Soviet Empire through their member- 
ship in the Warsaw Pact are once again under the thumb of 
Moscow through dependency on Gazprom. During the 2009 
winter, Russia turned off the valves to its gas pipelines, leaving 
millions in Ukraine and throughout Eastern Europe freezing 
and without power. 

In addition to the increased economic leverage the Gazprom- 
China deal will give to Moscow, it also further solidifies the 
Sino-Soviet alliance into an even more unified and powerful 
socialist bloc against the West. “China’s president also called 
for an Asian security arrangement that would include Russia 
and Iran and exclude the United States,” according to a May 21 
Associated Press article. 


New EPA Coal Plant Regulations: “Obamacare for the Atmosphere” 


On June 2, EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy announced un- 
precedented restrictions on power plants, the alleged purpose of 
which is to combat global warming by drastically cutting carbon 
dioxide emissions. 

The Daily Beast, a left-wing site that views global warming as 
a top threat to the planet, enthusiastically endorsed the move in a 
June 2 article by Jason Mark entitled “EPA’s New Regulations to 
Cut Carbon Emissions Are Obamacare for the Air.” 

“Just like health care,” wrote Mark, “the plan to change the 
energy industry relies on a complex set of rules that harnesses the 
power of the marketplace — and it will be as controversial.” This 
is cause for cheer, he says. “Environmentally concerned voters 
will finally get what they paid for by giving their political sup- 
port to President Obama when, Monday morning in Washington, 
Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Gina McCarthy 
unveils the draft of sweeping new regulations on existing power 
plants.... You can think of the power plant rules as Obamacare 
for the atmosphere: numbingly complex in an effort to ensure 
flexibility and fairness, based on a market system, and likely to 
transform a key sector of the economy for decades to come.” 

In a May 30 commentary, the Cato Institute’s Dr. Patrick 
J. Michaels speculated that the new regulations would most 
likely require a 20-percent reduction in allowable carbon diox- 
ide emissions. But when EPA chief McCarthy released the new 


regulatory proposal it was far worse, mandating a 30-percent 
reduction in CO, emissions. 

“Climate change, fueled by carbon pollution, supercharges risks 
to our health, our economy and our way of life,” McCarthy said in 
announcing the Obama administration’s Clean Power Plan. “This 
plan will clean the air we breathe while helping slow climate 
change so we can leave a safe and healthy future for our kids.” 

If these rules are allowed to go into effect, we can be certain 
that energy prices will skyrocket just like the costs of medical 
care under ObamaCare — and energy from all sources will be- 
come as scarce as quality healthcare. 
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Globalist Cabal Met in Copenhagen for Secretive Bilderberg Summit 


round 150 of the most powerful and influential 
Azess quietly converged on the Danish capi- 

tal on May 29 for the annual Bilderberg sum- 
mit. Despite the lack of attention from the “mainstream” 
press, the controversial meeting brought together much 
of the top echelon of the global establishment — bank- 
ers, royalty, military bosses, Internet titans, politicians, 
corporate chieftains, central bankers, academics, media 
bosses, intelligence officials, and more. Protesters and 
alternative media reporters were also in Copenhagen for 
the secretive confab. 

While the shadowy gathering is off the record and 
rarely attracts much public scrutiny, Bilderberg attend- 
ees have revealed that the self-appointed global elites 
make decisions there with far-reaching implications for 
humanity. From hatching the single currency for Europe 
and promoting “global governance” to supercharging the 
careers of little-known politicians, anecdotal evidence and state- 
ments from insiders suggest the meetings play a major role in 
mapping out the globalist agenda. One attendee recently told the 
German publication Cicero that the meeting was more important 
than the much more well-known Davos summit. 

This year’s gathering — the 62nd so far — again brought togeth- 
er a virtual who’s who of powerbrokers or their minions. Among 
those attending this year: Henry “New World Order” Kissinger, 
NATO boss Anders Fogh Rasmussen, former U.S. treasury sec- 
retary and co-chair of the globalist Council on Foreign Relations 
Robert Rubin, Bank of Canada Governor Stephen Poloz, Google 
Chairman Eric Schmidt, Goldman Sachs International Advisors 
Board Chairman Robert Zoellick, former CIA boss David Petraeus, 
IMF chief Christine Lagarde, and many more. 

As in past years, there were probably other top globalists in 
attendance who were not listed — preferring to remain anony- 
mous, perhaps, due to concerns about the Logan Act, which could 
make some Americans in attendance into felons. Still, the pub- 
licly available list includes a prominent roster of U.S. so-called 
neoconservatives. Also on the list were CEOs of some of the 
world’s top corporations and mega-banks: Goldman Sachs, the 
European Central Bank, and more. 

Mixed in with all the crony capitalists were plenty of social- 
ists and communists, too. Chinese Communist Party Central 
Committee member He Liu, who leads the ruthless party’s “fi- 
nancial and economic affairs group office,” for example, was 
in attendance. A Socialist Party Parliamentarian from Portugal, 
Inés de Medeiros, was on the list as well. Leader of the Socialist 
International-aligned Dutch Labor Party Diederik Samsom even 
came outside to chat with protesters. 

The establishment media were also well represented at the 
summit. As usual, globalist magazine Economist editor-in-chief 
John Micklethwait was there. Chief economics commentator 
Martin Wolf with the Financial Times was present as well. Nu- 
merous top editors and publishers from leading European papers 
were there, too. 

In a May 26 press release, Bilderberg claimed the major sub- 
jects on the agenda would include the “economic recovery” 


and whether it is “sustainable,” shifts in technology and jobs, 
Ukraine, the “new architecture of the Middle East,” and more. 
“Who will pay for the demographics?” was also listed, along with 
“What [sic] next for Europe?” and “How special is the relation- 
ship in intelligence sharing?” The “future of democracy” and the 
“middle class trap” were supposedly discussed, too, as well as 
China’s “political and economic outlook.” 

“Does privacy exist?” was another key topic in the release. The 
question is ironic considering the secrecy-obsessed nature of the 
meetings. It’s even more ironic in light of the role played by key 
Bilderberg attendees in shredding privacy. Former NSA director 
Keith Alexander, for example, was listed as attending, along with 
U.K. “Secret Intelligence Service” boss John Sawers. Previous 
attendees have also played a critical role in imposing Common 
Core school curriculum standards and the accompanying espio- 
nage apparatus aimed at children. 

In astatement, the official Bilderberg website offered comments 
on the controversial meetings. “Every year, between 120-150 po- 
litical leaders and experts from industry, finance, academia and the 
media are invited to take part in the conference ... approximately 
one third from politics and government and the rest from other 
fields,” it said, claiming the conference, founded in 1954, is “de- 
signed to foster dialogue between Europe and North America.” 

“The meetings are held under the Chatham House Rule, which 
states that participants are free to use the information received, 
but neither the identity nor the affiliation of the speaker(s) nor 
of any other participant may be revealed,” the release continued. 
“There is no desired outcome, no resolutions are proposed, no 
votes are taken, and no policy statements are issued.” 

If Bilderberg’s statement is to be believed, the gathering is 
little more than an opportunity to freely discuss important issues. 
However, even recently, a top Bilderberg operative, Etienne Da- 
vignon — a former EU commissar and current Belgian minister 
of state — hinted at the summit’s influence when he told the 
EUobserver that it played a major role in foisting the euro on 
Europe. Davignon was in attendance again this year. 

THE NEw AMERICAN was on the ground in Copenhagen. A more 
comprehensive article will appear in the next issue. Hl 
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He Dares to Promote Creationism, Not Evolution 

“We as Christians have yielded to the secular left and let them rule 
the day in this country. When it comes to creationism, not only 
should it be taught, it should be triumphed. It should be heralded.” 
Before he won the GOP primary that virtually guarantees winning 
the post of lieutenant governor in Texas, state senator Dan Patrick 
championed the teaching of the biblical account of creation, some- 
thing that few seeking public office will do openly. 


Fracking Leads to Rebirth of Texas Oil Boom 
“Tt’s a challenge to continue to provide services to the rising popula- 


tion when you’re competing with the same workforce and labor that Dan ¢ 
NN 


the oilfield is.” Patrick E 
Lured by high-paying jobs in the oil fields, people are flooding into : 
West Texas and causing headaches for Odessa city manager Richard Morton, who notes that housing 
is scarce, schools are bulging, and even the water supply may not be sufficient. 
Snowden Defends Leaking Classified Documents 
“How can it be said that I did not serve my government when 
all three branches have made reforms as a result? Being a patriot 
means knowing when to protect your country, when to protect 
your Constitution, and when to protect your countrymen from the 
violations and encroachments of adversaries [who] do not have to 
be foreign countries.” 
Ina wide-ranging interview conducted by NBC's Brian Williams, 
Edward Snowden talked of his attempts to put a stop to illegal 
surveillance before he downloaded sensitive material and deliv- 
ered it to two journalists. 
Edward Recognizing a Problem but Not Its Cause 
Snowden “The dream of upward mobility that made this country a model for 
the world feels further and further out of reach and many Ameri- 
cans understandably feel frustrated, even angry.” 
In a speech appealing to the progressive wing of the Democratic Party, Hillary Clinton correctly 
pointed to a problem but failed to indict herself and fellow big-government Democrats who played a 
major role in causing it. 
Bumper Sticker Makes Sense! 
“Honk if you love Jesus. Text while driving if you want to meet Him soon.” 
We hope the message seen on a rear fender catches on with people who foolishly text while driving. 
Will Transgendered Military Be Next? 
“Every qualified American who wants to serve our country 
should have an opportunity if they fit the qualifications and 
can do it.” 
Stating that the military should review its ban against transgen- 
der people serving in the armed forces, Defense Secretary Chuck 
Hagel took a position that previous defense secretaries had con- 
sidered and rejected. 
Good Quip in a Commencement Speech 
“When you are chided for your naiveté — and you will be — re- 
mind your critics that an amateur built the ark and experts built 
the Titanic.” 
Denver Broncos quarterback Peyton Manning addressed the @ 
graduates at the University of Virginia. o 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS o, 
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The Ups & Downs 


Raising the minimum wage is offered as a way to help minorities and the working poor, 
but doing so would end up hurting those groups the most. 


by Michael Tennant 


oliticians — particularly Demo- 
Pre — have been stumping for an 
increase in the federal minimum 
wage for some time now. And with 2014 


10 


being an election year, the calls for hiking 
the wage from $7.25 an hour to $10.10 an 
hour — a 39-percent jump — are growing 
ever louder; and they are getting results. 
The nation’s politician in chief, Presi- 
dent Barack Obama, called for a mini- 


mum wage hike in his last two State of the 
Union addresses. In 2013 he said, “Let’s 
declare that in the wealthiest nation on 
Earth, no one who works full-time should 
have to live in poverty, and raise the fed- 
eral minimum wage to $9.00 an hour.” 
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Such a move, he claimed, would “raise the 
incomes of millions of working families,” 
stimulate the economy, and reduce depen- 
dence on government handouts. 

This year, having upped the ante to 
$10.10 an hour, Obama called on Con- 
gress to put the minimum wage increase 
to a vote. “You’ve got a choice,” he said. 
“You can give America the shaft, or you 
can give it a raise.” That remark drew 
“thunderous applause” from the audience 
at the University of Michigan, reported the 
New York Times. 

While Congress has thus far refused to 
pass a bill raising the federal minimum 
wage, there has been considerable action 
on the state level. As of this writing, 10 
states plus the District of Columbia have 
increased their minimum wages since 
February 2013, and most of the remain- 
ing states — and even some cities — are 
considering doing so. 

“The result is an outside-the-Beltway 
variation on Mr. Obama’s pledge to use 
his executive powers to bypass an obstruc- 
tionist Republican Party in Congress,” the 
Times observed. “In this case, White House 
aides said they believed that Mr. Obama’s 
feverish rhetorical push for a higher mini- 
mum federal wage ... has helped generate 
political pressure on states to act.” 

Meanwhile, inside the Beltway, Obama 
issued an executive order in February im- 
posing his preferred minimum wage on 
federal contractors — a move of rather 
dubious legality, as we shall see. 

The rhetoric from Obama and other 
proponents of a minimum wage hike sug- 
gests that the government can, by mere 
fiat, repeal the law of supply and demand. 
These people seem to believe that increas- 
ing the cost of labor will have no effects 
other than putting more cash into labor- 
ers’ hands. However, as the Cato Insti- 
tute’s Mark Wilson pointed out in a 2012 
report, “The higher costs will be passed 
on to someone in the long run; the only 
question is who.” 


Brother, Can You Spare $10.10? 

First and foremost among those paying for 
a minimum wage boost are those who are 
— or would like to be — employed at the 
present minimum. Wrote Wilson: 


The main finding of economic theory 
and empirical research over the past 
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There is no doubt whatsoever that raising the 
minimum wage will result in significant job losses. 
What’s more, those losses will be Concentrated in 
those groups that proponents of the wage hike claim 


to be trying to help. 


70 years is that minimum wage in- 
creases tend to reduce employment. 
The higher the minimum wage rela- 
tive to competitive-market wage lev- 
els, the greater the employment loss 
that occurs. While minimum wages 
ostensibly aim to improve the eco- 
nomic well-being of the working 
poor, the disemployment effects of 
minimum wages have been found to 
fall disproportionately on the least 
skilled and on the most disadvan- 
taged individuals, including the dis- 
abled, youth, lower-skilled workers, 
immigrants, and ethnic minorities. 


It’s not difficult to understand why this is 
the case. Consider a teenager applying for 
his first job. He probably has few skills 
relevant to the job and no work experi- 
ence. He will be relatively unproductive 
at first, perhaps generating just eight dol- 
lars per hour of revenue. If the minimum 
wage is $7.25 an hour, he may be hired; 


but if the minimum is hiked to $8.01 or 
higher, he will not. Instead, prospective 
employers will hire already skilled work- 
ers or automate jobs that were previously 
performed by unskilled workers. 

Those unskilled workers who manage 
to retain their jobs despite the mandated 
raise won’t necessarily be better off, ei- 
ther. Their employers are likely to reduce 
fringe benefits and on-the-job training to 
help offset the higher wages. “This is why 
labor force participation rates fall and quit 
rates rise when the minimum wage rises, 
in contrast to what would happen if those 
workers were made better off,” Gary 
Galles observed in a piece for the Ludwig 
von Mises Institute. 

None of this is breaking news, Wilson 
noted: 


Evidence of employment loss has 
been found since the earliest imple- 
mentation of the minimum wage 
[the 1938 Fair Labor Standards Act 


Claptrap: Exhorting Congress to hike the minimum wage, President Obama declared, “You can 
give America the shaft, or you can give it a raise,” drawing applause from his audience at the 


University of Michigan. 
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American idle: Already suffering a high unemployment rate, teenagers — especially black teens 


— can expect even fewer job opportunities if the minimum wage is raised. 


(FLSA)]. The U.S. Department of 
Labor’s own assessment of the first 
25-cent minimum wage in 1938 
found that it resulted in job losses for 
30,000 to 50,000 workers, or 10 to 13 
percent of the 300,000 covered work- 
ers who previously earned below the 
new wage floor. 


Particularly hard-hit by the new law were 
poorer areas, especially Puerto Rico, 
where, according to Wilson, “an estimated 
120,000 workers ... lost their jobs within 
the first year of implementation ... and 
the island’s unemployment rate soared to 
nearly 50 percent.” Congress soon passed 
an amendment to the FLSA establishing 
special committees to determine the ap- 
propriate minimum wage levels for Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands. 

Since then, Congress has increased the 
minimum wage 22 times and expanded the 
law’s coverage to about 85 percent of the 
workforce; and with each increase, the re- 
sults have been the same. The most recent 
FLSA amendments raised the minimum 


wage in the states incrementally from 2007 
to 2009 and provided for a longer phase-in 
period for the Northern Mariana Islands 
and American Samoa to bring them up to 
parity with the rest of the country. Despite 
this extended rollout, the wage hike took 
such a toll on the economy of American 
Samoa that Congress passed and Obama 
signed legislation postponing some of the 
increases. 

The same employment effects occur 
when states raise their minimum wages. 
Most states have their own minimum 
wages, and under the FLSA, state mini- 
mums higher than the federal minimum 
take precedence. A March study by the 
American Action Forum found that 


in 2013, a $1 increase in the mini- 
mum wage [above the federal level] 
was associated with a 1.48 percent- 
age point increase in the unemploy- 
ment rate, a 0.18 percentage point 
decrease in the net job growth rate, 
a 4.67 percentage point increase in 
the teenage unemployment rate, and 


Those unskilled workers who manage to retain their 
jobs despite the mandated raise won't necessarily be 
better off, either. Their employers are likely to reduce 
fringe benefits and on-the-job training to help offset the 


higher wages. 
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a 4.01 percentage point decrease in 
the teenage net job growth rate. Con- 
sequently, high state minimum wages 
increased unemployment by 747,700 
workers and reduced job growth by 
83,300 jobs. 


Likewise, a 2012 study by Joseph Sabia, 
Richard Burkhauser, and Benjamin Han- 
sen concluded that New York’s 2004-2006 
$1.60-per-hour minimum wage hike was 
“associated with a 20.2 to 21.8 percent 
reduction in the employment of younger 
less-educated individuals, with the largest 
effects for those ages 16-to-24.” 

Nor are the unemployment effects of 
the minimum wage limited to the United 
States. According to a report by Johns 
Hopkins University economics professor 
Steve Hanke, the 21 countries in the Eu- 
ropean Union (EU) that impose minimum 
wages had an average unemployment rate 
of 11.8 percent in 2012, while the average 
rate among the remaining seven countries 
was just 7.9 percent. Furthermore, 


In the twenty-one E.U. countries 
where there are minimum wage laws, 
27.7% of the youth demographic — 
more than one in four young adults 
— was unemployed in 2012. This is 
considerably higher than the youth 
unemployment rate in the seven E.U. 
countries without minimum wage 
laws — 19.5% in 2012 — a gap that 
has only widened since the Lehman 
Brothers collapse in 2008. 


Recent reports indicate that another U.S. 
minimum wage hike will continue the 
job-killing pattern of previous ones. In 
February, the Congressional Budget Of- 
fice (CBO) projected that the proposed 
increase could cost as many as one mil- 
lion jobs. The March Duke University/ 
CFO magazine Global Business Outlook 
Survey found that nearly half of U:S. retail 
firms and about a third of U.S. service and 
manufacturing firms would reduce jobs if 
the minimum wage were hiked to $10.10 
an hour. That same month, Express Em- 
ployment Professionals, the nation’s larg- 
est privately held staffing firm, released a 
survey of small businesses revealing that 
19 percent would cut jobs and 39 percent 
would reduce hiring under the same mini- 
mum wage increase. Even worse, of those 
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businesses that currently pay the minimum 
wage to some of their employees, 38 per- 
cent said they would lay people off and 54 
percent would hire fewer. 


With Friends Like These... 

Thus, there is no doubt whatsoever that 
raising the minimum wage will result in 
significant job losses. What’s more, those 
losses will be concentrated in those groups 
that proponents of the wage hike claim to 
be trying to help. 

“The minimum wage has its great- 
est impact on the market for teenage 
labor,” wrote Harvard University’s Greg 
Mankiw. “The equilibrium wages of 
teenagers are low because teenagers are 
among the least skilled and least experi- 
enced members of the labor force.... As a 
result, the minimum wage is more often 
binding for teenagers than for other mem- 
bers of the labor force.” 

According to Mankiw, “The typical 
study finds that a 10 percent increase in 
the minimum wage depresses teenage em- 
ployment between | and 3 percent.” Imag- 
ine what a 39-percent increase would do. 

Minorities, who in many instances are 
already struggling to find work, are also 
harmed by the minimum wage. “In the 
United States,” Thomas Sowell pointed 
out, “the last year in which the black un- 
employment rate was lower than the white 
unemployment rate — 1930 — was also 
the last year when there was no federal 


minimum wage law.” The next year saw 
the passage of the Davis-Bacon Act, which 
required workers on federal projects to be 
paid the local prevailing wage for their 
jobs. By its supporters’ own admission, 
the law was passed in part to prevent 
blacks who were willing to work for lower 
wages from taking jobs that would other- 
wise have gone to whites. As Sowell’s re- 
mark about the black unemployment rate 
indicates, it succeeded. 

The current unemployment rate for all 
teenagers is about 21 percent; for black 
teenagers, it is about 36 percent. “In 2007, 
prior to the Great Recession, the black 
teen unemployment rate was about 29 per- 
cent,” penned Forbes’ James Dorn. “There 
is no doubt the increase in the federal min- 
imum wage from $5.15 to $7.25 per hour 
contributed to the higher unemployment 
rate. If Congress passes a new minimum 
wage law ... we can expect further ero- 
sion of the market for unskilled workers, 
especially black teens.” 

The Obama administration claims that 
raising the minimum wage is “especially 
important for women.” But according to 
the Employment Policies Institute (EPI), 
“Women would actually be disproportion- 
ately harmed by the President’s minimum 
wage proposal.” (Emphasis in original.) 
The administration based its assertion on 
the number of jobs held by women that 
will be covered by the proposal, under the 
assumption that everyone covered by the 


Have it your way: If they get the minimum wage increase they are seeking, some fast-food 
workers will find themselves replaced by higher-skilled workers and machines. 
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higher minimum wage will actually retain 
his or her job. EPI, however, found that 57 
percent of the jobs the CBO projects will 
be lost under a minimum wage hike are 
held by women. 

Minimum wage increases have other ill 
effects besides reducing employment for 
unskilled workers. A 1995 review of 50 
years’ worth of research on the minimum 
wage for Congress’ Joint Economic Com- 
mittee on Taxation concluded that, among 
other things, minimum wage hikes also 
increase job turnover, discourage part- 
time work, reduce school attendance, 
drive up teenage crime rates (because of 
higher teen unemployment), and encour- 
age employers to hire illegal aliens. Other 
studies have found that increased mini- 
mum wages can lead to smaller raises 
for employees already making above the 
minimum as employers try to offset the 
additional costs. Then there is the ever- 
popular method of passing the increased 
costs on to consumers. Wilson cited stud- 
ies finding that “a 10 percent increase in 
the U.S. minimum wage raises food pric- 
es by up to 4 percent and overall prices by 
up to 0.4 percent” and “restaurant prices 
unambiguously increase in response to 
minimum wage increases.” 


Don’t Be Cowed by This Bull, Either 
The evidence that the minimum wage 
causes unemployment is so overwhelming 
that most proponents of raising the wage 
don’t even bother disputing it. Instead, 
they turn to other false arguments to bol- 
ster their case. 

Chief among these is the assertion that 
increasing the minimum wage will reduce 
poverty. For instance, when the Senate 
failed to overcome a GOP filibuster to 
pass a minimum wage hike on April 30, 
Obama charged Republicans with “[say- 
ing] no to helping millions work their way 
out of poverty.” 

“However,” wrote Wilson, “evidence 
from a large number of academic studies 
suggests that minimum wage increases 
don’t reduce poverty levels. Some of the 
reasons include: 


Many poor Americans (63.5%) do 
not work, and thus aren’t earning 
wages. 

Even among the working poor, the 
relationship between earning a low 
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With SO many negatives associated with increasing 
the minimum wage, why do many people stump for 
it nonetheless? The answers are politics, profit, and 


public relations. 


hourly wage rate and living in pov- 
erty is weak and has become weak- 
er over time. That is because most 
workers who gain from a minimum 
wage increase live in nonpoor fami- 
lies and most of the working poor al- 
ready have wages above the required 
minimums. 

While an increase in the minimum 
wage will lift some families out of 
poverty, other low-skilled workers 
may lose their jobs, which reduces 
their income and drops their families 
into poverty. 

If a minimum wage is partly or 
fully passed through to consumers in 
the form of higher prices, it will hurt 
the poor because they disproportion- 
ately suffer from price inflation. 


The price is wrong: Businesses often respond 
to minimum wage hikes by reducing hiring 
and raising prices — exactly what Ohio small- 
business owner Dan Young said he would do 
when his state raised its minimum in 2006. 


Furthermore, Wilson stated, “the popular 
belief that minimum wage workers are 
poor adults (25 years old or older), work- 
ing full time and trying to raise a family is 
largely untrue. Just 4.7 percent match that 
description.” About half of minimum wage 
earners are teenagers or young adults, 
and most of them come from non-poor 
families. Moreover, the minimum wage is 
generally only paid to those in entry-level 
jobs; almost two-thirds of minimum wage 
workers get a raise within their first year 
on the job. 

It would be bad enough if boosting the 
minimum wage had no effect on poverty 
levels. But a 2005 review of the evidence 
by David Neumark, Mark Schweitzer, and 
William Wascher actually concluded that 
“the net effect of higher minimum wages 
is ... to increase the proportion of families 
that are poor and near-poor.” (Emphasis 
added.) That should not come as a surprise 
since, as we have already seen, mandating 
higher wages throws people out of work. 

To compound matters, the increased 


labor costs for nonprofits tend to shrink 
the resources they have available to help 
the poor. The Seattle Human Services 
Coalition, which supported the recently 
passed incremental increase of the local 
minimum wage to $15 per hour, had sur- 
veyed local nonprofits and found that “21 
out of 29 organizations report that with- 
out cost offset funds they would be forced 
to reduce services or close their doors” if 
the minimum wage rose that high. “The 
programs most vulnerable to cuts in this 
case,” the group added, “are those serving 
the poorest people.” 

The claim that hiking the minimum 
wage would stimulate the economy is 
even more ludicrous. In a free market, an 
individual gets a raise because he has be- 
come more productive; his increased pay 
comes from the greater wealth he is gen- 
erating. But when the raise is mandated by 
the government, no new wealth is created 
to cover that cost; it is simply extracted by 
force from the individual’s employer — 
and, in turn, from his customers, who now 
have less money to spend elsewhere. In 
other words, it’s wealth transfer, not eco- 
nomic growth. 


Other Objections 
Clearly, increasing the minimum wage 
will have many baleful effects. Even if it 
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minimum wage, knowing it will drive their smaller competitors out of the market. 


did not, however, there are other good rea- 
sons to object to it. 

To begin with, mandating a minimum 
wage of any amount interferes with the 
right of contract. If an individual agrees to 
work for an employer for $5 an hour, why 
should he be forbidden to do so simply 
because some people think he shouldn’t 
be paid less than $7.25 (or $10.10) an 
hour? If he isn’t worth $7.25 an hour to a 
prospective employer, he won’t be hired, 
and his income will be zero. He will be 
worse off, and under the present welfare 
state, taxpayers will be worse off as well 
because they will then have to pay for his 
upkeep. 

Also, Supreme Court rulings notwith- 
standing, a federal minimum wage is 
plainly unconstitutional. Nothing in the 
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Constitution grants Washington the au- 
thority to determine the wages of private- 
sector employees. 

But even if one accepts that a federal 
minimum wage is constitutional, it is 
virtually certain that Obama’s executive 
order raising the minimum wage for fed- 
eral contractors to $10.10 per hour is not. 

“Nothing in the Constitution grants 
the president authority to set or raise the 
minimum wage in- 
dependently of an 
act of Congress,” 
National Review's 
Peter Kirsanow as- 
serted. “Furthermore, 
although the presi- 
dent generally has au- 
thority to improve the 
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efficient discharge of federal contracts, the 
president’s minimum wage order is incom- 
patible with the expressed and implied will 
of Congress” as made “abundantly clear in 
four separate statutes.” 

Obama seemed to understand this as 
recently as December. At that time, he 
was already under pressure from the Con- 
gressional Progressive Caucus to issue an 
executive order increasing the minimum 
wage for federal contractors. When asked 
whether the president would comply with 
the request, “White House Press Secretary 
Jay Carney issued a lukewarm response,” 
according to GovExec.com. 

“This has always been done legislative- 
ly,” Carney said, “and it has been done 
with support from Republicans and not 
just Democrats in the past.” 

What happened over the next two months 
to change Obama’s mind? The most likely 
explanation is politics. This is an election 
year, and Democrats are fighting to main- 
tain control of the Senate. If you’re Obama, 
throwing some bones to your party’s base 
can’t hurt — even if those bones have been 
stripped almost bare. 

The order, after all, only applies to fu- 
ture contracts. “As a result,” wrote Fox 
News, “the order would benefit far fewer 
workers than the number foreseen by ad- 
vocates of federal contract employees.” 

What’s more, the order contains numer- 
ous qualifiers to the effect that it must be 
implemented in a manner consistent with 
existing law. “If the order is so imple- 
mented, most of it will be rendered a nul- 
lity, for its substantive provisions directly 
conflict with applicable law,” Kirsanow 
maintained. “The result is an order that is 
unconstitutional and/or a charade.” 


Three P’s in the Minimum Wage Pod 
With so many negatives associated with 
increasing the minimum wage, why do 
many people stump for it nonetheless? 
The answers are politics, profit, and pub- 
lic relations. 
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Mandating a minimum wage of any amount interferes 
with the right of contract. If an individual agrees to 
work for an employer for $5 an hour, why should he 
be forbidden to do so simply because some people 
think he shouldn't be paid less than $7.25 (or $10.10)? 


“Tn the political arena,” columnist Wal- 
ter Williams observed, “one dumps on 
people who can’t dump back on him.” 
Those harmed by the minimum wage the 
most are teenagers and “poorly educated 
blacks and Latinos,” who “do not know 
why they suffer high unemployment” and 
are not organized, he explained. Mean- 
while, the people who do benefit — pri- 
marily unions that represent skilled labor- 
ers — “are highly organized, and they do 
have the necessary political clout to get 
Congress to price their low-skilled com- 
petition out of the market so they can de- 
mand higher wages,” Williams wrote. 

Union employees aren’t the only ones 
to benefit from an increased minimum 
wage. Their employers may also benefit 
because the higher minimum wage will 
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reduce the competitive edge held by their 
competitors who hire non-union workers. 
Even non-union employers stand to gain if 
they happen to pay higher wages, whether 
it’s their practice or they are forced to do 
so because of the high cost of living in 
their areas or higher state or local mini- 
mum wages. Walmart, for example, is a 
vocal advocate of hiking the minimum 
wage because it already pays more than 
the minimum and will therefore profit if 
its competitors are forced to pay higher 
wages and raise their prices. Companies 
who produce equipment to do the jobs of 
unskilled workers also make out when the 
minimum wage goes up because the more 
unskilled labor costs, the more attractive 
replacing it with machines becomes. 

Of course, everyone who publicly sup- 


ports raising the minimum wage claims to 
be doing so out of compassion for the poor 
in hopes that this seeming altruism will 
improve the public’s perception of him 
or his company or organization. “But,” 
noted Galles, “it may frequently be a false 
compassion whose common denominator 
is advancing one’s own self-interest while 
harming working families.” 

What, then, would real compassion for 
the poor look like? “The best antipoverty 
program is not the minimum wage but 
economic freedom that expands workers’ 
choices and allows entrepreneurs to freely 
hire labor without the government dictat- 
ing the terms of the exchange, except to 
prevent fraud or violence,” wrote Dorn. 

“Economic growth, not price fixing in 
the form of a federally mandated mini- 
mum wage, is the only path to prosper- 
ity,” he opined in another article. “Eco- 
nomic freedom and limited government 
are paramount in the process of wealth 
creation through mutually beneficial mar- 
ket exchanges.” 

And the best part is that they’re consti- 
tutional. 
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COMMON CORE 


Is Rotten to the Core 


More than merely a “Potemkin village” with its facade of 
being state-led, Common Core is a Trojan Horse that could 
forever change American education. 


by Brian Farmer 


Excellence in Education published A 

Nation at Risk, which warned that the 
country’s economic, political, and cultural 
future was threatened by our weak educa- 
tion system. That report stated these now 
famous lines: “Our nation is at risk.... The 
educational foundations of our society are 
presently being eroded by a rising tide of 
mediocrity that threatens our very future 
as a Nation and a people.... If an unfriend- 
ly foreign power had attempted to impose 
on America the mediocre educational per- 
formance that exists today, we might well 
have viewed it as an act of war.... We have, 
in effect, been committing an act of un- 
thinking, unilateral educational disarma- 
ment.” A Nation at Risk brought about a 
renewed focus on what Americans should 
know and be able to do once they had fin- 
ished their formal education. 


E: 1983, the National Commission on 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Fast forward to 2001. In that year, Presi- 
dent George W. Bush pushed his education 
policy, which came to be known as “No 
Child Left Behind,” and which promised 
to increase student achievement by en- 
couraging states to set high standards and 
to develop assessments based on those 
standards. Unlike the initiatives before it, 
No Child Left Behind required states to 
test all students in certain subjects and at 
particular grade levels in order to receive 
federal funding. Most education experts 
eventually concluded that No Child Left 
Behind had failed to deliver real and last- 
ing success, and ultimately left the na- 
tion’s schools in a bureaucratic mess. 

In 2007, two special interest lobbying 
groups — the National Governors Asso- 
ciation (which helps state governments get 
federal grants) and the Council of Chief 
State School Officers (which claims to 
provide leadership, advocacy, and techni- 
cal assistance on major educational issues) 


— started work on a common set of cur- 
riculum standards in English language arts 
and mathematics. By allowing those two 
groups to lead the effort, it gave the impres- 
sion that the states initiated the action. In 
reality, the situation resembled something 
closer to a Potemkin village. In other words, 
it was just a facade. Funding for the project 
was provided by the Bill & Melinda Gates 
Foundation. To date, the Gates Foundation 
has provided roughly $250 million to those 
and other pro-Common Core organizations. 
One might be inclined to think, “So, what?” 
But what if that quarter of a billion dollars 
in funding had come from the Koch broth- 
ers? Would people (especially the liberally 
inclined education establishment) still be 
likely to think, “So, what?” 

It’s worth keeping in mind what inside 
informant “Deep Throat” told Washington 
Post reporter Bob Woodward during the 
Watergate scandal investigation: “Follow 
the money!” 

In December of 2008, the National 
Governors Association and the Council 
of Chief State School Officers produced a 
document on national education standards 
that would guide the Obama administra- 
tion during its transition into office. Two 
months later, the secretary of education an- 
nounced a federal education grant program 
known as “Race to the Top.” This program 
included billions of dollars from the 2009 
Stimulus Bill, which was to be used by 
states to improve academic standards and 
assessments. In order to receive Race to the 
Top grants, states had to commit to “a set 
of content standards that define what stu- 
dents must know and be able to do and that 
are substantially identical across all states 
in a consortium.” In 2011, the Obama ad- 
ministration made the adoption of common 
standards even easier. Most states were still 
obligated to meet the onerous No Child 
Left Behind requirements, but the U.S. De- 
partment of Education promised No Child 
Left Behind waivers to states that adopted 
a common set of college-ready and career- 
ready standards and assessments. While 
the U.S. Department of Education did not 
require states to adopt the Common Core 
standards specifically, those standards are 
the only standards that meet the U.S. De- 
partment of Education’s criteria. As a re- 
sult, all but a handful of states ultimately 
signed on to the Common Core program. 

Common Core will now not only pro- 
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Progressive educator John Dewey argued more than a 
hundred years ago for a standardized curriculum, and 
envisioned a workforce filled with people of “politically 
and socially correct attitudes” who would respond to 

orders without question. 


vide the framework for what students 
learn in math and English language arts, 
but it will also establish two federally 
funded and approved tests that will re- 
place what states currently use to measure 
students’ academic success. Not wanting 
to be left out of the new national educa- 
tion marketplace, private companies are 
quickly trying to align themselves with the 
Common Core standards. (After all, there 
is a great deal of money to be made in this 
new educational environment!) In order to 
survive in the Common Core era, textbook 
publishers and other educationally related 
industries must show how their materi- 
als meet the new national standards. The 
SAT (Scholastic Assessment Test) and 
ACT (American College Testing) college 
entrance exams are also now aligned to 
Common Core. Those who think that they 
can avoid Common Core by sending their 
children to private schools or by home- 
schooling their children must now deal 
with a new reality. In addition to college 
entrance exams, the Iowa Test of Basic 
Skills and the Stanford 10 — two popu- 
lar tests used by private schools and by 
parents who homeschool — will also be 
aligned to Common Core. Within a few 
short years, Common Core has gone from 
being virtually unknown to being a nation- 
al educational juggernaut that may end up 
influencing the formal education of tens 
of millions of elementary, middle-school, 
and high-school students in America for 
many years to come, despite the fact that 
Common Core has some serious flaws. 


Cost 

Common Core will be very expensive to 
implement and maintain. The Thomas B. 
Fordham Institute, a Washington, D.C.- 
based nonprofit, in 2012 published the 
study entitled “Putting a Price Tag on the 
Common Core: How Much Will Smart 
Implementation Cost?” on the cost of im- 
plementing Common Core standards and 
assessments nationwide, which estimated 
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a price tag of about $16 billion over seven 
years. But no one really knows what the 
final price tag for Common Core will be. 
Most states acted irresponsibly when they 
adopted the standards because they did not 
first have a clear understanding of its price 
tag (they also acted irresponsibly because 
they did not have a clear understanding of 
the standards themselves). Many states saw 
the Race to the Top funds as a way to pay for 
immediate education expenses and failed to 
see that they were signing on to something 
that would be far more expensive in the long 
tun. It should have been obvious that the 
new education standards and assessments 
would bring a need for new and different 
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textbooks, tests, teacher training programs, 
computer software programs, and every- 
thing else that goes along with the change 
and expansion of a federal government pro- 
gram. But politicians and bureaucrats too 
often do what is expedient, rather than what 
is in the best interests of the taxpayers. 


Privacy 

The 2009 Stimulus Bill required states to 
begin tracking students in a database, start- 
ing in their preschool years, until their entry 
into the workforce. This database will link 
students’ results on Common Core-related 
assessments to other personal information, 
and will be available to a wide variety of 
departments within the federal govern- 
ment. While supporters of Common Core 
claim that the system employs measures 
to protect the anonymity of students, crit- 
ics have pointed to studies that demonstrate 
how these measures will not be as secure 
as supporters assume. But the larger issue 
remains whether collecting such private 
information is consistent with the role of 


Gates Foundation headquarters: Bill and Melinda Gates speak at the opening reception of the Bill 
& Melinda Gates Foundation June 2, 2011, in Seattle. The Gates Foundation provided the bulk of the 
funding for the development of the Common Core standards — standards their kids don’t follow. 
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the federal government expressed by our 
nation’s Founders. After all, the data to be 
collected includes personal information, 
such as healthcare history, religion, and 
parents’ income. Defenders of Common 
Core insist that the data will be used only 
for the noblest of reasons and will never 
be part of a federal database. Some Com- 
mon Core advocates even ridicule those 
who warn of the potential for abuse that 
such a system invites. But we should not 
be too quick to dismiss such possibilities, 
particularly given the federal government’s 
questionable track record, and the attitude 
of “political correctness” that is so rampant 
in various sectors of our society. Already 
a student named Brandon Jenkins was de- 
nied entry into a college radiation therapy 
program because of his Christian faith, the 
IRS has been caught targeting conservative 
organizations in its audits, and a federal 
law-enforcement “fusion center” dissemi- 
nated materials that claimed that veterans 
and pro-life advocates were likely terrorists. 


Quality 

Rather than pushing all states toward high 
standards, Common Core is encouraging 
a race to the mediocre middle. For ex- 
ample, while Mississippi’s standards ap- 
pear to get stronger by adopting Common 
Core, the standards in Massachusetts get 
weaker. Several curriculum experts have 
examined the math and English language 
arts standards and have discovered some 
alarming weaknesses. In fact, because of 
those concerns, both Sandra Stotsky and 
James Milgram, who served on the Com- 
mon Core’s validation committee, refused 
to sign the final validation report. 

Three philosophical ideas appear to be 
an integral part of Common Core: stat- 
ism, moral relativism, and progressivism. 
First, the statist goals of Common Core are 
implicit in the lockstep uniformity that is 
the central thesis of the program. There is 
a clear intention to mold people through 
schooling, to overthrow accepted custom 
and traditional values, and to weaken pa- 
rental influence. An example of the latter is 
the development of a curriculum that is so 
foreign to the parent that the parent cannot 
help the child with homework assignments. 
Here is asample Common Core third-grade 
math problem found by Townhall: “Add 26 
+ 17 by breaking apart numbers to make a 
ten. Use a number that adds with the 6 in 
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Common Core math: As U.S. schools implement national Common Core learning standards, 
parents trying to help their children with math homework are saying that adding, subtracting, 
multiplying, and dividing have become as complicated as calculus. 


26 to make a 10. Since 6 + 4 = 10, use 4. 
Think: 17 = 4 + 13. Add 26 + 4 = 30. Add 
30 + 13 = 43. So 26 + 17 = 43.” Get it? 

Second, relativism’s influence is par- 
ticularly evident in the “National Sexu- 
ality Education Standards: Core Content 
and Skills, K-12,” which deviates from 
the Judeo-Christian view of human sexu- 
ality. This is not surprising, given that the 
Advisory Committee included directors 
from the Planned Parenthood Federation 
of America and the Gay, Lesbian and 
Straight Education Network. The relativ- 
ist philosophical bias reflects what John 
Dunphy stated in the January-February 
1983 issue of The Humanist magazine: 
“The battle for mankind’s future must 
be waged and won in the public school 
classroom. The classroom must and will 
become an arena of conflict between the 
old and the new — the rotting corpse of 
Christianity and the new faith of human- 
ism.” As if that were not alarming enough, 
Dr. Chester Pearce, professor of education 
and psychiatry at Harvard University, has 
expressed the situation even more bluntly: 
“Every child in America entering school at 
the age of five is mentally ill because he 
comes to school with certain allegiances to 
our Founding Fathers, toward our elected 
officials, toward his parents, toward a be- 
lief in a supernatural being.” 

Third, progressive educator John 
Dewey, often referred to as the “Father of 
American Education,” argued more than 
a hundred years ago for a standardized 
curriculum in order to prevent one stu- 


dent from becoming superior to another, 
and envisioned a workforce filled with 
people of “politically and socially correct 
attitudes” who would respond to orders 
without question. The traditional, Ameri- 
can values of rugged individualism, self- 
reliance, and personal responsibility are to 
be rejected and children are to be educat- 
ed to accept a collectivist world view. As 
Dewey proclaimed, “You cannot make so- 
cialists out of individualists. Children who 
know how to think for themselves spoil 
the harmony of the collective society.” 


Constitutionality 
The biggest concern regarding the imple- 
mentation of Common Core is the federal 
government’s ever-increasing role in edu- 
cation. The 10th Amendment of the U.S. 
Constitution declares, “The powers not del- 
egated to the United States by the Constitu- 
tion, nor prohibited by it to the states, are 
reserved to the states respectively, or to the 
people.” Hence, the power to oversee edu- 
cation belongs to the states or to the people 
themselves, not to the federal government. 
This long-standing principle of local control 
of education is reiterated throughout our 
laws and government codes. If one accepts 
Lord Acton’s observation that “power tends 
to corrupt, and absolute power corrupts ab- 
solutely,” then why on Earth would anyone 
want to give more power to a centralized, 
bureaucratic, almost unaccountable federal 
government to control education (or almost 
anything else, for that matter!)? 
Supporters of Common Core like to 
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portray critics as far-right ex- 
tremists who are paranoid about 
a government takeover of edu- 
cation. But Diane Ravitch, a 
respected historian of Ameri- 
can education, is no right-wing 
radical. In February of 2013, 
Ravitch wrote a commentary, 
“Why I Oppose Common Core 
Standards,” in which she sum- 
marized many of the concerns 


that most critics have: 


Ihave long advocated for vol- 
untary national standards, be- 
lieving that it would be help- 
ful to states and districts to 
have general guidelines about 
what students should know 
and be able to do as they pro- 
gress through school. 

Such standards, I believe, 
should be voluntary, not im- 
posed by the federal govern- 
ment... 

For the past two years, I 
have steadfastly insisted that 
I was neither for nor against 
the Common Core standards. I 
was agnostic. I wanted to see 
how they worked in practice.... 

I have come to the conclu- 
sion that the Common Core standards 
effort is fundamentally flawed by the 
process with which they have been 
foisted upon the nation.... 

President Obama and Secretary 
Duncan often say that the Common 
Core standards were developed by 
the states and voluntarily adopted by 
them. This is not true. 

They were developed by an organ- 
ization called Achieve and the Na- 
tional Governors Association, both 
of which were generously funded 
by the Gates Foundation. There was 
minimal public engagement in the 
development of the Common Core. 
Their creation was neither grassroots 
nor did it emanate from the states. 


\t! 


Make my children smart: Demonstrators hold signs against 
Common Core, the State Standards Initiative that established a 
single set of educational standards — often lower standards — 
for kindergarten through 12th grade in English language arts and 
mathematics, at the Capitol in Jackson, Mississippi. 


In fact, it was well understood by 
states that they would not be eligible 
for Race to the Top funding ($4.35 bil- 
lion) unless they adopted the Common 
Core standards. Federal law prohibits 
the U.S. Department of Education 
from prescribing any curriculum, but 
in this case the Department figured out 
a clever way to evade the letter of the 
law. Forty-six states and the District 
of Columbia signed on, not because 
the Common Core standards were bet- 
ter than their own, but because they 
wanted a share of the federal cash. 


Most supporters of Common Core try to 
hide behind words such as “state-led” and 
“voluntary.” But anyone willing to take 


If the purpose of education in America has become, 
as Common Core openly declares, preparation for 
work in a global economy, then the situation is far 
worse than critics have imagined. 
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an honest look at what trans- 
pired between 2009 and 2011 
would conclude that many of 
those cash-strapped states, al- 
ready under the burden of bud- 
get shortfalls and expensive No 
Child Left Behind requirements, 
were seduced by a high-pres- 
sure, time-sensitive sales pitch 
for adopting the standards that 
included relief in the form of 
money and waivers. 

The idea of common, nation- 
wide standards may sound ap- 
pealing, but standards alone do 
not lead to success. One needs 
to look at the process that is sup- 
posed to lead to the attainment of 
those standards. Educational suc- 
cess depends on the dedication of 
teachers, the motivation of stu- 
dents, and the support of parents. 
How does Common Core address 
those components of the process? 
One is hard pressed to find the 
answer to that question when lis- 
tening to the promoters of Com- 
mon Core. In fact, one is likely to 
come away with the impression 
that Common Core simply does 
not deal with those issues. 

The concerns over Common 
Core, especially its implementation, are 
real and troubling. Any of these concerns 
— cost, mediocrity, and federal over- 
reach — are serious enough that states 
should consider repealing their adoption 
of Common Core. Indeed, as the scholas- 
tic weaknesses and the skyrocketing im- 
plementation costs of the Common Core 
standards become more evident, many 
states are scrambling to delay or defund 
implementation. But a much more fun- 
damental concern exists about Common 
Core that goes to the heart of any educa- 
tional experience. 

The phrases “college-ready” and “ca- 
reer-ready” appear throughout the Com- 
mon Core standards. If any other goal is 
mentioned, such as literacy, it is clearly 
made out to be of lesser importance. Com- 
mon Core’s mission statement reflects this 
notion, as well: “The Common Core State 
Standards provide a consistent, clear un- 
derstanding of what students are expected 
to learn, so teachers and parents know 
what they need to do to help them. The 
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standards are designed to be robust and 
relevant to the real world, reflecting the 
knowledge and skills that our young peo- 
ple need for success in college and careers. 
With American students fully prepared for 
the future, our communities will be best 
positioned to compete successfully in the 
global economy.” 

With such a mission, it is easy to see 
why so many business leaders support 
Common Core. Indeed, Common Core 
receives support from such places as the 
Chambers of Commerce — the same 
Chambers that received millions in Gates 
Foundation money and that want Com- 
mon Core precisely because it will provide 
worker drones rather than well-educated 
individuals. But should career preparation 
for a “global economy” really be the ulti- 
mate educational goal in America? 

In the ancient world, job preparation 
was known as “servile education,” be- 
cause it prepared the student to “serve” a 
master in a particular type 
of work. Modern academ- 
ics would say that it is ri- 
diculous to associate the 
ancient notion of “servile 
education” with “skills for 
the 21st century,” which 
allegedly would allow stu- 
dents to adapt to an ever- 
changing society. But as 
long as students are told 
that the end of education 
is a job or career, they will 
always end up being ser- 
vants of some master. As 
oil tycoon John D. Rock- 
efeller put it, “I don’t want 
anation of thinkers. I want 
a nation of workers.” 

Joy Pullmann, an edu- 
cation policy analyst with 
the Heartland Institute, re- 
cently addressed Common 
Core’s misguided focus at 
a hearing in Wisconsin on 
Common Core Standards: 


In a self-governing na- 
tion we need citizens 
who can govern them- 
selves. The ability to 
support oneself with 
meaningful work is an 
important part, but only 
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a part, of self-government. When a 
nation expands workforce training, so 
that it crowds out the other things that 
rightly belong in education, we end up 
turning out neither good workers nor 
good citizens. 

The ancients knew that in order for 
men to be truly free, they must have a 
liberal education that includes study 
of literature and history, mathemat- 
ics and science, music and art. Yes, 
man is made for work, but he is also 
made for so much more.... Education 
should be about the highest things. 
We should study these things — 
stars, plant cells, square roots, Shake- 
speare’s Hamlet, Mozart’s Requiem, 
Lincoln’s Gettysburg Address — not 
simply because they will get us into 
the right college or a particular line 
of work; rather, we study these noble 
things because they can tell us who 
we are, why we are here, and what 


Saving cursive: Cursive writing is no longer taught in many schools, as almost 
all states have adopted Common Core standards, which have eliminated it. 
In the digital age, people are increasingly communicating by computer and 
smartphone: no handwritten signature necessary. 


our relationship is to each other as 
human beings and to the physical 
world that surrounds us. 
Commenting on the Common Core 
standards, Anthony Esolen, English 
professor at Providence College, said, 
“What appalls me most about the stan- 
dards ... is the cavalier contempt for 
great works of human art and thought, 
in literary form. It is a sheer ignorance 
of the life of the imagination. We are 
not programming machines. We are 
teaching children. We are not produc- 
ing functionaries, factory-like. We are 
to be forming the minds and hearts of 
men and women ... to be human be- 
ings, honoring what is good and right 
and cherishing what is beautiful.” 


If the purpose of education in America 
has become, as Common Core openly 
declares, preparation for work in a global 
economy, then the situation is far worse 
than critics have imag- 
ined, because the concerns 
about the cost, the quality, 
and the constitutionality 
of Common Core pale in 
comparison to the concern 
for the hearts, minds, and 
souls of America’s chil- 
dren. Consider what John 
Taylor Gatto, three-time 
New York City Teacher 
of the Year and 1991 New 
York State Teacher of the 
Year, has said about the 
situation: “Is there an idea 
more radical in the his- 
tory of the human race 
than turning your children 
over to complete strangers 
and having those strangers 
work on your child’s mind 
— out of your sight — for 
a period of twelve years? 
Could there be a more radi- 
cal idea than that? Back in 
colonial days in America, 
if you proposed that as an 
idea, they’d burn you at the 
stake, you mad person. It’s 
a mad idea.” 

In the end, Common 
Core is more than just a Po- 
temkin village; it’s a Trojan 
Horse! @ 
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China the Next Ev 


CHINA 


Empire’? 


China, much like the United States, has rulers who desire world power — hegemony. But 
unlike Americans, the Chinese are hyper-nationalistic and see all other peoples as inferior. 


Chinese /ebensraum? 
General Chi Haotian has 
allegedly suggested that 
race-specific biological 
weapons could be 

used to exterminate 
non-Chinese in North 
America and make way 
for Chinese colonization. 


by Selwyn Duke 


‘T ot much was made of it when 

| Chinese general Chi Haotian was 
: N reported to have said in a 2005 
speech that genome-specific biological 
weapons could possibly be used to eradi- 
cate non-Chinese in the United States and 
Canada to make way for Chinese coloni- 
zation. After all, he was just one man, and 
the speech cannot be verified for author- 
ship. It appeared briefly online in Chinese 
and then disappeared like Stalin airbrush- 
ing a gulag-bound former ally from a 
photograph. This leads some to believe, 
however, that the speech is authentic. 
Whatever the case, what certainly is au- 
thentic is the Chinese desire to become the 
world’s hegemon. 
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Of course, this desire is nothing unusu- 
al. Like a world-class athlete who natural- 
ly harbors ambitions to be the best, power- 
ful nations tend to aspire to preeminence. 
Vladimir Putin’s Russia, for instance, has 
recently been making moves many char- 
acterize as empire building. And though it 
wasn’t considered a military threat at the 
time, Japan’s Asian-tiger status made it an 
80s bugbear until its economy fizzled. 
But is China different? 

China’s Quirks Aren’t Quaint 

China is certainly a burgeoning land. It 
surpassed the United States to become the 
world’s largest trading nation in 2012 and 
more significantly is the biggest exporter, 
topping $2 trillion in exports that year. It 
has the largest international reserves, with 


its $3.25 trillion (in 2013) eclipsing number 
two Japan by almost 250 percent. More- 
over, the Financial Times recently reported 
that China is poised to supplant the United 
States this year as the world’s largest econ- 
omy. And though some question this analy- 
sis, it doesn’t seem a matter of if China will 
seize the top spot, only when. 

This may not seem surprising consider- 
ing China’s human capital, with the world’s 
most populous nation now approaching 1.4 
billion people. But it isn’t just a numbers 
game. With a little more than four times our 
population, China is producing, according 
to one estimate I read, 10 times as many 
scientists (in our column, we do surpass 
them in women’s and Afrocentric studies 
majors); in fact, overall, China now has 
more than six million college graduates a 
year, enough to fill two Chicagos and quite 
a few Windy City suburbs. And while dis- 
cussion of it isn’t politically correct, East 
Asians have the highest average I.Q. of any 
major group, coming in at 106 to whites’ 
100. And this should give us pause. After 
all, if someone is smarter than you are — 
and you’re not dumb — you factor that into 
the equation of how formidable an adver- 
sary he might be. 

This might be of no consequence, 
though, if we didn’t see Communist 
China building and flexing its muscle. 
For starters, the nation has increased its 
military spending and capability marked- 
ly in recent years. Boasting the third most 
powerful armed forces in the world be- 
hind the United States and Russia, China 
has the largest army and more citizens fit 
for service (approximately 620,000,000) 
than the populations of the United States, 
Russia, and Japan combined. In Decem- 
ber of last year, China also managed an 
unmanned moon landing, something 
with more than symbolic significance. 
As American Thinker ’s Chriss Street put 
it at the time, it was a “nightmare dem- 
onstration of China’s ability to launch a 
Multiple Reentry Vehicle ballistic mis- 
sile, whose payload can deploy multiple 
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nuclear warheads aimed to hit a group of 
targets.” In a similar vein, China report- 
edly has the world’s second-largest sub- 
marine fleet, a force that includes nuclear 
vessels and which has the capacity to at- 
tack American cities with nuclear ballis- 
tic missiles. And with a desire to control 
the Western Pacific, China has built up 
other aspects of her navy as well; has an 
aircraft-carrier program; and, reported 
the U.S. Naval Institute in 2009, has de- 
veloped a “kill weapon” missile with “the 
capability of destroying a U.S. supercar- 
rier in one strike.” As Dennis Blair, the 
former Pacific commander who was head 
of the US. intelligence services in 2009 
and 2010, opined, “Ninety per cent of 
their time is spent on thinking about new 
and interesting ways to sink our ships and 
shoot down our planes.” 

In fairness, this is nothing unusual, ei- 
ther. When we aren’t fixated on women in 
combat, open homosexuality, and the tan- 
talizing issue of how we’ll next introduce 


“transgender” soldiers into our (h)armed 
forces, most of our time is spent thinking 
about new and interesting ways of sinking 
ships and shooting down planes. That’s 
what militaries do. But what China is 
doing right now adds perspective. China 
claims almost all of the South China Sea 
for herself, and her imperialistic actions 
have created tensions with Japan, the Phil- 
ippines, and Vietnam in recent years; in 
fact, China’s early May decision to move 
an oil rig into disputed waters with Viet- 
nam has sparked violent protests in Viet- 
nam in which Chinese enterprises have 
been looted and burned and some Chinese 
have been killed, and now China has evac- 
uated thousands of her citizens from the 
nation. CNN described the oil-rig place- 
ment as China having “flicked a match on 
a long-smoldering dispute,” while some 
experts have called the evacuation an 
“overreaction,” but are flicked matches 
that might spark reactions exactly what 
China wants? As Reuters’ David Lague 


Unifying via anger: Chinese president Xi Jinping has stoked the fires of anti-foreign sentiment, 
emphasizing China’s humiliation by other nations and calling the United States an “external enemy.” 
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wrote in a January 17, 2013 article entitled 
“China’s hawks take the offensive”: 


The Air Force Colonel, Dai Xu, is re- 
nowned for his regular calls to arms. 
With China in dispute for much of 
last year with Japan in the East China 
Sea and Vietnam and the Philippines 
in the South China Sea, Dai argued 
a short, decisive war, like China’s 
1962 border clash with India, would 
deliver long-term peace. He also said 
Washington would not risk war with 
China over these territorial spats. 

“Since we have decided that the 
US. is bluffing in the East China Sea, 
we should take this opportunity to 
respond to these empty provocations 
with something real,” he wrote in an 
August 28 commentary published in 
the Chinese-language edition of the 
Global Times, a nationalistic tabloid 
published by the Communist Party 
organ, the Peoples Daily. 

“This includes Vietnam, the Phil- 
ippines and Japan, who are the three 
running dogs of the United States 
in Asia,” added Dai, a researcher at 
Beijing University’s China Centre 
for Strategic Studies. “We only need 
to kill one, and it will immediately 
bring the others to heel.” 


Yet in fairness again and as history evi- 
dences and Russia has proven once more 
in Ukraine, expansionist aims and a desire 
to control one’s sphere of influence also 
aren’t unusual. But then there is some- 
thing more unusual about China, some- 
thing a bit eyebrow-raising. 


Harnessing “Humiliation” 

Nations normally celebrate their triumphs, 
such as Independence Day in the United 
States or Victory Day in Russia. But did 
you know that China had a holiday called 
National Humiliation Day? It marked the 
nation’s “century of humiliation” at the 
hands of foreigners. And while it was only 
an official holiday in Nationalist China be- 
tween 1927 and 1940, to this day it’s recog- 
nized unofficially. For example, in a 2012 
article entitled “China marks ‘National Hu- 
miliation Day’ with anti-Japanese protests,” 
the Christian Science Monitor reported 
that sometimes violent Chinese protesters 
responded to the landing of two Japanese 
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Seething about the past: While Japan’s 1931 to 1945 invasion is still remembered bitterly by 
many Chinese, it’s only one of many humiliations at the hands of foreigners that, some observers 


say, may have China itching for vengeance. 


activists on one of the disputed Senkaku 
islands with posters reading “Sept. 18, Na- 
tional Humiliation Day” and “Wipe out all 
Japanese dogs.” American Thinker ’s David 
Archibald explains further in “China Picks 
at the Scab to Keep the Wound Fresh”: 


China’s century of humiliation is 
taken to start with the First Opium 
War in 1839 and end with the com- 
munist takeover in 1949. Of China’s 
over one thousand museums, at least 
150 are dedicated to commemorating 
the darkest period of China’s century 
of humiliation: the Japanese inva- 
sion from 1931 to 1945. In Shenyang 
in northeast China, for example, the 
September 18 Historical Museum was 
built in the shape of a bullet-holed 
desk calendar opened to September 
18 [National Humiliation Day]. Sep- 
tember 18 is the date in 1931 that 
the Japanese army, which had been 
occupying parts of Manchuria since 
the first Sino-Japanese War, launched 
a surprise attack on Shenyang and 
began its full-scale invasion of China. 
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Archibald then quotes Australian defense 
analyst Paul Monk about what China’s 
President Xi Jinping “intends for Asia’s 
near future”: 


Xi Jinping, despite his genial smile, 
good English, and familiarity with 
the United States, is no reforming lib- 
eral. Shortly after assuming the presi- 
dency, he took all the members of his 
politburo with him to the bizarre mu- 
seum the Party has built in Tiananmen 
Square — the museum of national 
humiliation and revival. He pointed 
out to them the exhibits showing the 
arrival of the Jesuits via Macao in 
the sixteenth century and how this 
had been the beginning of the infil- 
tration and humiliation of China by 
the West. He pointed out the exhib- 
its showing the Japanese invasions 
of China and making the unfounded 
assertion that the Japanese were de- 
feated by the Communist Party with 
a little help from “good” Nationalist 
generals. The Americans, he said, 
then became the enemy. “Against 


this external enemy,” he told China’s 
inner group of top leaders, ““we must 
stick together.” 


Why would a nation focus on its humili- 
ation? There is only one reason, and Ar- 
chibald’s title says it all: China wants to 
keep the wound fresh. 

She wants to maintain the old hatreds 
to perpetuate a desire for vengeance. As 
StrategyPage.com puts it, “The ‘Century 
of Humiliation’ is one of the few things 
nearly all Chinese can agree on.... Any 
Chinese politician could gain some instant 
popularity by coming up with some way 
to deliver a little payback for [it].” 

This places current events in perspec- 
tive. It’s not just that China wants control 
over whatever resources are at stake in its 
territorial disputes with Vietnam, the Phil- 
ippines, and Japan. It’s that failure would 
be another humiliation, something China 
will not tolerate. As StrategyPage.com also 
wrote, it’s a “widespread attitude in China” 
that all of her neighbors are “guilty of at 
least some disrespect during the ‘Century 
of Humiliation’ and must be punished.” 

And what of the long term and larger 
geopolitical stage? Psychiatrist and author 
James Gilligan once observed, “The most 
dangerous men on earth are those who are 
afraid they are wimps.” China has a lot to 
prove — to itself. And this brings us to 
why conventional Western analyses can- 
not properly define the Chinese threat. 

In February, the Financial Times’ Geoff 
Dyer pointed out in a piece entitled “US v 
China: is this the new cold war?” that there 
is another good reason China is feverishly 
building its navy: Its humiliation by the 
West came from the sea — the 19th centu- 
ry’s “gunboat diplomacy.” And he wrote: 

When China had little more than a 

coastguard, it was largely unaware 

that the US Navy was patrolling 
waters near its shores. But now ... 
it witnesses on a daily basis that the 

American navy is superior and oper- 

ating only a few miles from many of 

China’s major cities. “For them, this is 

a major humiliation that they experi- 

ence every single day,” says Chu Shu- 

long, an academic at Tsinghua Univer- 
sity in Beijing who spent a number of 
years in the Chinese military. “It is 
humiliating that another country can 
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exercise so close to China’s coasts, 
so close to the base in Hainan. That is 
the reason the navy wants to do some- 
thing to challenge the US.” 


There’s that word again — humiliation. 
But is this seeming obsession due to China 
having been uniquely humiliated? Or 
could there be a more significant reason? 

One common impediment to under- 
standing others is that people tend to as- 
cribe their own mindset to them. As ex- 
amples, money-hungry individuals tend to 
think others are driven mainly by dollar 
signs as well, and the race-obsessed tend 
to assume others share their race-oriented 
mentalities. The thinking is: I operate this 
way because it makes sense, and then 
other people must see the sense in it also 
and operate likewise. And there is another 
example of this phenomenon: Western 
modernists, despite their protestations 
about “ethnocentrism,” tend to ascribe 
Western thinking to other cultures. 

And this mistake can be disastrous 
when analyzing foreign powers. Retired 
Army Lieutenant Colonel Ralph Peters 
wrote an excellent 2009 article on this sub- 
ject comically entitled “TALIBAN FROM 
OUTER SPACE,” in which he advises that 
viewing a foreign adversary as a society 
of space aliens can be a good mental exer- 
cise. He wrote: 


Oh, the strange-minded aliens in 
question resemble us physically. We 
share a few common needs: We and 
the aliens are oxygen breathers who 
require food and water at frequent 
intervals. Our body casings feel heat 
or cold. We’re divided into two sexes 
(more or less). And we’re mortal. 
But that’s about where the simi- 
larities end, analytically speaking. 
In my years as an intelligence of- 
ficer, I saw colleagues make the same 
blunder over and over: They rushed 
to stress the ways in which the Rus- 
sians, the Chinese or the Iranians 


Living in a dark past: Built to resemble a bullet-holed desk calendar, the September 18 Historical 
Museum is one of approximately 150 Chinese museums dedicated to keeping the wound of 
Japan’s 1931 invasion fresh. 


were “just like us.” It’s the differ- 
ences that kill you, though. 


But what differences are of primary rel- 
evance in China’s case? 


“First Things” First 

The most important differences are the 
most basic. What does the group in ques- 
tion believe about First Things; about, to 
use the title of Douglas Adams’ science- 
fiction book, life, the universe, and ev- 
erything? For example, America’s Found- 
ing Fathers could believe our rights were 
inalienable because those rights came 
from the Creator, and they could believe 
this because they believed in a Creator. 
To understand the USSR’s founding de- 
mons, realize that they could think noth- 
ing of crushing the human spirit because 
they didn’t believe in a human spirit; their 
atheism informed that we were just flesh, 
chemicals-and-water organic robots. And 
what of China? First, it must be admitted 
that modern Westerners have never en- 
dured anything approximating the type of 


The ancient Romans, Hindus, 19th-century Japanese, 
and many others considered outsiders barbarians and 
their own cultures Superior, and the Chinese are the 


epitome of this today. 
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humiliation the Chinese suffered in recent 
history. It’s also true that like the former 
USSR, China is officially an atheist state. 
But there is a difference: 

It’s an atheist state of a pagan tradition. 

To moderns’ ears, considering “pagan- 
ism” sounds like the musing of medieval 
monks. No “intellectual” would factor 
such “superstition” into scholarly analy- 
ses. And this is our great mistake. It’s only 
when we understand these spiritual foun- 
dations that we can grasp China’s obses- 
sion with “humiliation” and vengeance. 

A vindictive spirit is fallen man’s de- 
fault. We see this in the raw pieces of hu- 
manity called children; when a child is 
wronged, boy, does he want to get even. 
And he has no doubt that this is a just 
course of action. This is why Jesus stressed 
forgiveness, telling His Apostles that there 
should be no limit to it (“70 times 7”); it’s 
why it is the only virtue mentioned in the 
only prayer Jesus ever taught (“forgive ... 
as we forgive those who trespass against 
us’). In fact, while the Old Testament pre- 
scription of an “eye for an eye” is com- 
monly considered forgiveness’ antithesis, 
it also served to moderate that vindictive 
default. The idea was that if someone stole 
your goat, all you could do was steal his 
goat — you couldn’t also burn down his 
house and kill his family. 

One doesn’t have to be religious to see 
how this has an impact. Even the highly 
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secularized West still embraces the Chris- 
tian idea that forgiveness is a great virtue 
(this doesn’t mean it’s easy to exercise). 
History, however, teaches that pagan soci- 
eties were quite the opposite. But it wasn’t 
merely that forgiveness wasn’t seen as an 
obligation and ethereal quality, but some- 
thing else: If you didn’t avenge yourself 
when wronged, you weren’t a man. 

And sometimes the more merciless the 
vengeance, the more manly you were. 

This is, in my judgment, the main rea- 
son China is so concerned with “saving 
face.” It is half the explanation of why she 
may be uniquely dangerous. Christianity, 
epitomized by a founder and divine fig- 
ure who became man and rode a donkey, 
stresses humility, which is when you know 
what you are and accept it. China stresses 
avoiding humiliation, which is when you 
find out you’re not what you thought you 
were and can’t handle it. And what the 
Chinese think they are brings us to the 
other half of the explanation. 

Sneering at nationalism as the hang-up 
of the narrow-minded, modern Westerners 
are awash in internationalism. Considering 
racialism the One Deadly Sin, they try to 
live in a post-racial reality, where unflat- 
tering group differences don’t exist (unless 
they pertain to whites or Christians), bal- 
kanization is strength-inducing diversity, 
borders are unfair burdens, and aliens are 
“undocumented.” This makes it even less 
likely that we’ll recognize alien motivations 
— such as tribalism and racial chauvinism. 

These motivations are two other de- 
faults of man. The ancient Romans, Hin- 
dus, 19th-century Japanese, and many 
others considered outsiders barbarians 
and their own cultures superior, and the 
Chinese are the epitome of this today. The 
Telegraph’s Kevin Myers wrote about this 
attitude in his 2003 article “The giant who 
lives at 590 Yongia Road”: 


Nothing in human history compares 
with the spellbinding phenomenon of 
Chinese genius, Chinese vision and a 
uniquely Chinese scale being simul- 
taneously harnessed towards the one 
goal: the restoration of Chinese hege- 
mony over the known world. This is 
the position which all Chinese lead- 
ers, from the Emperor Ch’in to Mao, 
have felt to be rightfully theirs. 

... One would never judge modern 
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Rome’s potential by the precedents 
set by the Caesars, nor use the con- 
duct of the Aztecs as a useful guide 
to Peru’s intentions. But China is dif- 
ferent, because it has repeatedly been 
in the forefront of human endeavour; 
and its multi-millennia-long continu- 
ities are deeply embedded within the 
consciousness of those who govern 
it. Moreover, the Chinese are more 
than nationalistic; they are a people 
for whom the concept of Herrenvolk 
[master race] is not some passing and 
malign idiosyncrasy, but a defining 
condition of identity. To their eyes we 
are barbarians whose historical emi- 
nence is due entirely to our infuriat- 
ing mastery of the savage arts of war. 

... Racial superciliousness remains 
deep within the character of the Chi- 
nese people, as their economic take- 
off occurs. 


It may seem a contradiction to on the one 
hand say that we should fear the Chinese 
because of their master-race mentality, but 
on the other say, as I did earlier quoting 
James Gilligan, that we should fear them 
because they may be “dangerous men ... 
afraid they are wimps.” But this is actually 
a logical — and deadly — combination 
(especially when China’s Marxist-Leninist 
leaders feed and exploit this uber-nation- 
alism to serve their totalitarian purposes). 

People can derive their feeling of self- 
worth and build their self-image in a vari- 
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China will rule the waves? With an aircraft-carrier program, approximately 400 to 500 ships, 


ety of ways. They may define themselves 
based on, and take pride in, a career, sta- 
tus, talent, intellect, fame, or, and this is 
a big one, group identification. The last 
is common and often exploited by dema- 
gogues not only because it plays into 
people’s natural tribalism, but because of 
one reason that tribalism is natural: Even 
the mass of men who “lead lives of quiet 
desperation,” to quote Thoreau, can take 
pride in being part of a superior race. Oh, 
they may be (from a worldly standpoint) 
the most inconsequential of their group, 
but at least they’re not one of “them” — 
those lesser beings. They stand apart, a 
member of the elite. And when this is in- 
stilled from birth so that it’s seamlessly 
woven into their self-image’s fabric, and 
something challenges their master-race 
narrative, watch out! For there is with 
them little to no emotional separation 
between the self and the group, so that 
anything that gores the group image sears 
the self-image. A collective defeat is then 
a personal defeat, and a group humilia- 
tion a personal humiliation. It challenges 
the very basis of their self-esteem, in- 
ducing feelings of intolerable insecurity 
(e.g., fear of being a “wimp”), only as- 
suaged by destroying that which dared 
say the emperor of their psyche had no 
clothes. And here I think of the scene in 
the film Mississippi Burning in which 
the Gene Hackman FBI-agent character 
told a story about how his father, a poor 
man, poisoned the mule of an economi- 


and the world’s second-largest submarine fleet — which can launch nuclear attacks on American 
cities — China aims to challenge the United States on the high seas. 
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CHINA 


cally burgeoning black neighbor, thus 
destroying his farming prospects. His fa- 
ther, feeling ashamed, said to him, “If you 
ain’t better than a n*****, son, who are 
you better than?” 

Will China have to poison the mule to 
deal with its “century of humiliation?” 
David Archibald believes that she “will 
need to have an unequivocal victory over 
somebody.” But somebody or everybody, 
right now that victory is coming in incre- 
ments. China already has a large presence 
in Africa, has become the continent’s larg- 
est trading partner, and is being accused 
of abuses that may make Africans long 
for the European colonialists. China’s 
influence is growing in South America: 
She controls the ports at both ends of the 
Panama Canal, and 2007 Panamanian 
legislation proposed making Mandarin in- 
struction compulsory in all public schools. 
And it isn’t just Panama. China has a state 
agency called “Hanban” that is charged 
with spreading Chinese culture — and 
propaganda — far and wide through ve- 
hicles known as “Confucius Institutes.” 
As the Wall Street Journal’ David Feith 


wrote in “China’s Beachhead in American 
Schools,” “In a mere 10 years Hanban has 
established nearly 1,100 Confucius Insti- 
tutes and Confucius Classrooms in 120 
countries, with more than 450 at U.S. grade 
schools and colleges.” And Chinese pres- 
sure and money have led to self-censor- 
ship by Western educators “attuned to the 
sensitivities of their funders in Beijing.... 
Sore spots include the 1989 Tiananmen 
Square massacre, the Dalai Lama and 
Taiwan. Then there are the ‘seven taboos’ 
that Beijing last year warned its domestic 
university professors to shun, including 
freedom of speech, universal values, ju- 
dicial independence and the mistakes of 
the Communist Party,” writes Feith. And 
this projection of culture is mirrored by the 
projection of military might, with China in 
the process of establishing, or considering, 
overseas military bases in nations such as 
Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Myanmar, Djibouti, 
Yemen, Oman, Kenya, Tanzania, and Mo- 
zambique. 

Of course, none of this has escaped the 
Pentagon’s notice. It has a new warfare 
concept called “AirSea Battle,” which, 


writes Geoff Dyer in his Financial Times 
piece, “echoes the military doctrine from 
the later stages of the cold war called 
AirLand Battle” and, though military 
brass won’t admit it, it’s clear that it “is 
primarily about China.” In fact, “US mili- 
tary officers sometimes refer to China as 
‘Voldemort,’” writes Dyer, referring to the 
shadowy Harry Potter villain, “the enemy 
whose name they dare not speak.” 

But perhaps the greatest enemy is the 
one whose name we don’t think to speak: 
ourselves. Our military spending is still 
almost five times China’s, we have a stag- 
gering 700 to 800 military bases world- 
wide, and our armed forces remain non- 
pareil. Over the long term, however, none 
of this matters if we regulate ourselves 
into risibility, spend ourselves into insol- 
vency, destabilize ourselves demographi- 
cally, fool ourselves into faithlessness, 
and mangle our moral compass till we’re 
a tyranny-enabling shadow of our former 
selves. China may very well be the next 
evil empire, but we’d better make sure that 
this is one area where we don’t become a 
formidable contender. Ml 
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BOOK REVIEW 


WAR AND CHRISTIAN MILITARISM 


Laurence M. Vance, Ph.D., writes against current U.S. foreign policy, the warfare state, and 
the overwhelming support among conservative Christians for American militarism. 


WAR 


"CHRISTIANITY 
AND THE STATE 


“Fox War Chan- 
nel” and the “War 
Street Journal”? 

If so, you need to 
read Vance’s books 
War, Christianity, 
and the State: Es- 
says on the Follies 
of Christian Milita- 
rism and War, Em- 
pire, and the Mili- 
tary: Essays on the 
Follies of War and 
U.S. Foreign Policy. 
War, Christian- 

ity, and the State is 
a collection of 76 of 
Vance’s essays writ- 
ten between 2003 and 
2013, with the bulk 
of them appearing on 
LewRockwell.com. 
Vance accurately sum- 


Vance writes as a conservative, evan- 
gelical, fundamentalist Christian, holding 
degrees in history, theology, accounting, 
and economics. His main message in War, 
Christianity, and the State is that 


If there is any group of people that 
should be opposed to war, torture, 
militarism, and the warfare state with 
its suppression of civil liberties, im- 
perial presidency, government prop- 
aganda, and interventionist foreign 
policy it is Christians, and especially 
conservative, evangelical, and fun- 
damentalist Christians who claim to 
strictly follow the dictates of Scrip- 
ture and worship the Prince of Peace. 


Vance sharply rebukes supporters of the 
warfare state, particularly Christians, and 
illustrates the follies and horrors of war. 
He points out the hypocrisy of Christians 
who support U.S. militarism, the warfare 


marizes the contents of the chapters: state, the neoconservative-dominated Re- 
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War, Christianity, and the State: Essays 
on the Follies of Christian Militarism, 
by Laurence M. Vance, Orlando, Flori- 
da: Vance Publications, 2013, 404 pages, 
paperback. 


War, Empire, and the Military: Essays 
on the Follies of War and U.S. Foreign 
Policy, by Laurence M. Vance, Orlando, 
Florida: Vance Publications, 2014, 518 
pages, paperback. 


re you a “Christian warmonger,” 
ny “Red-state Fascist,” a “Reich- 

Wing nationalist,” an “Imperial 
Christian,” a “Christian killer,” a “pro-life 
murderer,” a “double-minded warmon- 
ger,” a “God-and-country Christian bump- 
kin,” or a “warvangelical Christian”? Ac- 
cording to Laurence M. Vance, Ph.D., you 
may be if you support current U.S. foreign 
policy and the current actions of the U.S. 
military. Do you get your news from the 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


In chapter 1, “Christianity and War,” 
Christian enthusiasm for war and the 
military is shown to be an affront to 
the Saviour, contrary to Scripture, 
and a demonstration of the profound 
ignorance many Christians have of 
history. In chapter 2, “Christian- 
ity and the Military,” the idea that 
Christians should have anything to 
do with the military is asserted to 
be illogical, immoral, and unscrip- 
tural. In chapter 3, “Christianity 
and the Warfare State,” I argue that 
Christians who condone the warfare 
state, its senseless wars, its war on a 
tactic (terrorism), its nebulous cru- 
sades against “evil,” its aggressive 
militarism, its interventions into the 
affairs of other countries, and its 
expanding empire have been duped. 
In chapter 4, “Christianity and Tor- 
ture,” I contend that it is reprehensi- 
ble for Christians to support torture 
for any reason. 


publican Party, and those who believe al- 
most everything coming from Fox News, 
Rush Limbaugh, Sean Hannity, Bill 
O’Reilly, and Glenn Beck. Many such 
Christians claim to worship the Prince of 
Peace yet wholeheartedly endorse acts of 
violence against other people in the form 
of war. He dubs such Christians “Christian 
killers” to illustrate this contradiction. 
While some Christians may in fact be 
opposed to the numerous wars of aggres- 
sion entered into by the United States, 
they almost to a person still “support the 
troops,” because the troops are “just fol- 
lowing orders” and are thus justified in 
their killing of those who have not actu- 
ally attacked the U.S. homeland. While 
Vance admits that killing in genuine de- 
fense of one’s life or family is justified, he 
also argues that killing other human be- 
ings, Christian or not, merely because the 
government labels them as “the enemy” 
is not justifiable and is therefore murder. 
In light of this, Vance believes that Chris- 
tians should not serve in today’s military, 
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and if they are already in the military, 
they should refuse to kill people in wars 
of aggression, no matter the consequences. 
Vance elaborates: 


Most people say the troops are not 
responsible because they’re just fol- 
lowing orders.... Many evangelical 
Christians agree, and join in this cho- 
tus of statolatry with their “obey the 
powers that be” mantra.... 

First of all, the last time I looked in 
my Bible, I got the strong impression 
that it was only God who should be 
obeyed 100 percent of the time with- 
out question.... Ifthe U.S. government 
told someone to kill his mother, any 
American would be outraged if he 
under any circumstances went and did 
it. But ifthe government tells someone 
to put on a uniform and go kill some 
Iraqi’s mother, the typical American 
puts a yellow ribbon on his car and 
says we should support the troops... 
Being told to clean or paint a piece of 
equipment is one thing; being told to 
bomb or shoot a person is another. 


War, Empire, and the Military is a col- 
lection of 127 of Vance’s essays written 
between 2004 and 2014, all of which ap- 
peared on LewRockwell.com. Vance notes 
of the seven chapters: 


In chapter 1, “War and Peace,” the 
evils of war and warmongers and the 
benefits of peace are examined. In 
chapter 2, “The Military,” the evils 
of standing armies and militarism are 
discussed, including a critical look at 
U.S. military. In chapter 3, “The War 
in Iraq,” the wickedness of the Iraq 
War is exposed. In chapter 4, ““World 
War II,” the “good war” is shown to 
be not so good after all. In chapter 5, 
“Other Wars,” the evils of war and the 
warfare state are chronicled in specific 
wars: the Crimean War (1854-1856), 
the Russo-Japanese War (1904-1905), 
World War I (1914-1918), the Per- 
sian Gulf War (1990-1991), and the 
war in Afghanistan (2001-). In chap- 
ter 6, “The U.S. Global Empire,” the 
beginnings, growth, extent, nature, 
and consequences of the U.S. empire 
of bases and troops are revealed and 
critiqued. In chapter 7, “U.S. Foreign 
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Policy,” the belligerence, reckless- 
ness, and follies of U.S. foreign poli- 
cy are laid bare. 


According to Vance, the underlying theme 
in this collection of essays is 


opposition to the warfare state that 
robs us of our liberty, our money, and 
in some cases our life. Conservatives 
who decry the welfare state while sup- 
porting the warfare state are terribly 
inconsistent. The two are inseparable. 
Libertarians who are opposed to war 
on principle, but support the state’s 
bogus “war on terrorism,” even as 
they remain silent about the U.S. glob- 
al empire, are likewise contradictory. 


War, Empire, and the Military is a great 
study of history and a must-read for any- 
one who supports current U.S. foreign 
policy. Vance begins the book by explain- 
ing the views of classical Western think- 
ers and the views of the Founding Fathers 
regarding war, empire, and the military, 
telling how (and why) the early Americans 
were very much opposed to the modern 
warfare state with its foreign entangle- 
ments, foreign wars, and massive military 
budget. After all, the U.S. military, Vance 
says throughout both books, is now used 
for everything but its original purpose: the 
defense of the United States and the secur- 
ing of her national borders. 

In addition to giving detailed accounts 
of why many of the wars of the past two 
centuries were actually fought (often not 
the reasons given in American public- 
school history classes), Vance includes a 
number of essays depicting the horrors of 
war from the perspective of soldiers on the 
battlefield. After reading many of these ac- 
counts, only the most calloused individu- 
als would still be eager to see America 
involved in another war. 

War, Christianity, and the State is no 
doubt the more controversial of the two 
books. Many conservative Christians will 
vehemently disagree with Vance’s views 
on the current evils of the U.S. military 
and war in general. In fact, Vance men- 
tions the criticism he receives from many 
Christians (most of whom are not in the 
military) for his opposition to U.S. foreign 
policy and the warfare state. He admits that 
he has been called “liberal,”’ “communist,” 
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“anti-war weenie,” “traitor,” “coward,” 
“America-hater,” and other vulgarities that 
will not be printed here. But Vance argues 
his points well, and provides a great deal 
of historical background on Christian op- 
position to war and the views of the Found- 
ing Fathers on war and standing armies to 
make his case. Additionally, Vance includes 
a number of essays featuring letters he has 
received from military personnel who agree 
with him. An open-minded reader who is 
a genuine Christian would find it difficult 
to disagree with Vance’s primary theses in 
both books. 

A few small criticisms are in order. There 
is a great deal of overlap among the various 
essays, which is to be expected, and which 
Vance admits to in the beginning of both 
books. Additionally, there are a number of 
minor spelling and grammar errors, and, as 
the essays were primarily online postings, 
there are many spots that were obvious hy- 
perlinks that do not show up in the books, 
which can be a bit awkward for the reader. 
This, also, Vance admits to. 

But as mentioned above, both books are 
must-reads for conservative Christians, 
many of whom have supported the mili- 
tary and the American warfare state. Al- 
though Vance has a literary wit and offers 
sharp criticism of those he disagrees with 
in order to provoke a thoughtful response, 
open-minded readers will no doubt come 
to agree with many of his views. 
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Goal Set, Reached, 


and Surpassed 


Cub Scout Leader Elizabeth Crunk and 
her son surpassed their goal of raising 
$50,000 for the family of Cub Scout 
Zachary Prill, a nine-year-old boy who 
died in a car accident on April 18. 

Prill died after a semi-truck slammed 
into his family’s vehicle in Cypress, 
Texas. His mother and sister were injured 
in the accident, as well. 

The local community was devastated 
by the tragic loss of the young Scout. 
Ault Elementary Cub Scout Pack leader 
Elizabeth Crunk was shocked when she 
heard the news, and felt compelled to 
help. “I?ve known Zachary since he was 
in first grade,” she said. “He started Pack 
1533 at the same time as my son.” 

Crunk and her son decided to create 
a donations page for the Prill family at 
Giveforward.com. They set their original 
goal at $10,000, hoping to help the fam- 
ily financially by offsetting funeral costs, 
parking, gas, food, and medical expenses 
for the injured family members who re- 
mained in the hospital. 

The donation page reads, “Even with 
insurance, I know most of us have very 
high deductibles. Any amount is much 
appreciated.” 

Crunk had high hopes that they would 
be able to reach their goal. “I just started 
promoting it through social media and 
people responded,” Crunk said. “I’ve 
done stuff like this before, so I knew I 
could help.” 

And within a few days, donations 
far exceeded the initial goal, and when 
Crunk saw that the page had more than 
$30,000, she raised the goal to $50,000. 

“At first, I tried to raise $10,000 and 
when we got that, I raised it because peo- 
ple kept giving,” Crunk explained. “I'll 
keep raising it as long as people want to 
give.” 

The goal has now been raised to 
$100,000, as donations continue to be 
made. As of May 6, the page had reached 
$78,000. 

Beyond the financial support, an out- 
pouring of love came from the local com- 
munity. The Cyprus Creek Mirror reported, 
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“Pack 1533 organized a vigil for Zachary 
that was attended by community members, 
his sister’s Brownie troop and other packs 
and Boy Scout troops with the Sam Hous- 
ton Area Council. Fairfield community 
members are also decorating trees with 
green ribbon in honor of Zachary.” 


Pets Are Like Family 


When Alicia Obando volunteered at local 
animal shelters in Chicago, she was over- 
come by how many people were forced 
to give up their pets because they simply 
could not afford to keep them. And as a 
certified child therapist, she was accus- 
tomed to working with families in need 
and knew the various benefits that having 
a pet had on mental health. It did not take 
long for her to realize what she needed to 
do, and with that, Pets Are Like Family 
was born. 

The program helps families to keep 
their pets even when circumstances 
change. 

Obando’s cause is a worthy one, as re- 
search shows that pets help lower blood 
pressure, lessen anxiety, and boost immu- 
nity. According to Blair Justice, Ph.D., a 
psychology professor at the University of 
Texas School of Public Health, playing 
with a dog can elevate levels of serotonin 
and dopamine. “People take drugs ... to 
raise serotonin and dopamine, but the 
healthy way to do it is to get your dog,” 
Justice asserted. 

The group’s mission reads, “Helping 
Chicago pet parents have a loving, re- 
sponsible relationship with their pets by 
providing education, resources, counsel- 
ing and referral services; to keep pets 
with their families and avoid pet relin- 
quishment.” 

“T just saw people relinquish their pets 
for reasons that were fixable and saw how 
sad they were when they had to relinquish 
their pets,” Obando explained. “Just see- 
ing how sad that was and how little edu- 
cation they had about proper care and 
services is kind of how it happened.” 

Obando founded the nonprofit organi- 
zation two years ago and runs it virtually 
solo. She is always looking for volun- 
teers, and is hopeful that by obtaining 
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media coverage, locals will become more 
aware of her program and reach out to 
offer their assistance. 

The purpose of the program is to help 
struggling pet owners who may otherwise 
be forced to give up their pets. With help 
from generous donations, Obando is able 
to help pet owners obtain food or medi- 
cal treatment for their pets. Likewise, 
she takes calls through the Pets Are Like 
Family hotline and brings food, bowls, 
carriers, and any other necessities that 
pet owners may need. 

Obando works closely with a local 
low-cost spay/neuter clinic, Tree House 
Humane Society, where animals can re- 
ceive vaccinations or be spayed and neu- 
tered. Obando asks her clients to chip in 
$10 for male dogs and cats or $20 for fe- 
males and pays the rest of the costs with 
donations. 

Obando explained that some pet own- 
ers have been resistant to spaying/neu- 
tering. As a result, she has launched Pet 
Care 101 workshops, where pet own- 
ers receive free training on pet care and 
learn about the importance of spaying 
and neutering their pets. Attendees also 
learn about proper pet nutrition and how 
to train their pets. 

Obando’s services for her clients vary. 
DNAinfo.com reported: 


One person Pets Are Like Family 
helped recently is 72-year-old Jose 
Carrera, who had to leave his dog, 
Canela, with friends in Avondale 
when the public housing he was 
moving into required a $100 pet 
deposit and $50 extra per month to 
have Canela with him. 

Obando initially met with Carre- 
ra at his friends’ apartment to bring 
food for Canela, as well as set up an 
appointment to have Canela spayed, 
vaccinated and microchipped — but 
Obando hopes she’ll be able to do 
even more. 


“T want to see if we can help him with 
some of those fees so the dog can live 
with him because that’s what he wants,” 
Obando said. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Roots of Corporatism in America 


While beginning as tariffs to raise revenue and protect American businesses, federal 
intervention in the economy has grown into full-fledged corporatism. 


America’s first corporatist: Alexander Hamilton, America’s first 
treasury secretary, distrusted laissez-faire economics, and wanted the 
government to do its best to channel the productive energies of the 


by Charles Scaliger 


marketplace to serve the visions of economic planners. 

n December 1791, Alexander Hamilton, the first secretary of 
] the treasury of the United States, presented to Congress his 

Report on Manufactures, a densely argued manifesto on what 
he believed the role of the federal government with respect to the 
marketplace, and especially the manufacturing sector, should be. 
In his Report, Hamilton claimed that America was and would 
remain at a disadvantage to Western European countries, whose 
governments protected their domestic industries with selective 
tariffs and artificially incentivized growth and development via 
what he called “bounties” and “premiums” — what we would 
now call subsidies. The only remedy, Hamilton claimed, was for 
America to do the same. 
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Acknowledging the views of those who argued instead for a 
strict laissez-faire economic policy, Hamilton was characteristi- 
cally dismissive: 


Ifthe system of perfect liberty to industry and commerce were 
the prevailing system of nations — the arguments which dis- 
suade a country in the predicament of the United States, from 
the zealous pursuits of manufactures would doubtless have 
great force. It will not be affirmed, that they might not be 
permitted, with few exceptions, to serve as a rule of national 
conduct. In such a state of things, each country would have 
the full benefit of its peculiar advantages to compensate for 
its deficiencies or disadvantages. If one nation were in con- 
dition to supply manufactured articles on better terms than 
another, that other might find an abundant indemnification in 
a superior capacity to furnish the produce of the soil. And a 
free exchange, mutually beneficial, of the commodities which 
each was able to supply, on the best terms, might be carried 
on between them, supporting in full vigour the industry of 
each.... But the system which has been mentioned, is far from 
characterising the general policy of Nations. The prevalent 
one has been regulated by an opposite spirit. 


Weapon for Business Welfare 

Hamilton, like many other financial and business elites in Amer- 
ica during the Founding Era, embodied the curious contradiction 
of rejecting Old World monarchism and embracing the principles 
of natural law and limited government — while hankering after 
the mercantilist economic system favored by the Old World. 
Like many of his contemporaries, Hamilton was familiar with 
what came to be called laissez-faire or free market economics — 
and he rejected it as untenable in a world where no government 
respected its principles. Any nation that tried to adopt a policy 
of strict neutrality in allowing the free market to regulate itself, 
Hamilton believed, would be at a perennial disadvantage to gov- 
ernments that intervene in the workings of the market to provide 
stimulus for desirable industries. 

This, the spirit of what has come to be known as corporat- 
ism, has been alive and well since the beginning of the American 
republic. But in Hamilton’s day, the tools available under the 
U.S. Constitution — for a federal government that still largely 
operated under constitutional limits — were few. The primary 
weapon was the tariff, whereby the federal government could 
disadvantage foreign competitors against domestic producers by 
levying tariffs against targeted imports. 

The use of tariffs for political purposes — protectionist tariffs 
— began in earnest after the War of 1812. The most injurious of 
them was the Tariff of 1828, better known as the Tariff of Abomi- 
nations, which, by imposing high duties on imported manufac- 
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tured goods from Great Britain, ended up 
pitting the industrialized North against the 
agrarian South, and nearly led to civil war 
a generation before the war of 1861-1865 
broke out. The Napoleonic wars had led to 
a blockade of the European continent, forc- 
ing British manufacturers to sell more and 
cheaper manufactured goods to the United 
States. Even after Waterloo in 1815, Britain 
continued to flood American markets with 
manufactured goods far more cheaply than 
their American competitors could manage. 
At the behest of the Northern states, whose 
economic growth depended on manufac- 
turing, a series of progressively heavier 
tariffs on imported manufactured goods, 
culminating in the 1828 tariff, were levied. 
While the industrial North benefitted enor- 
mously, the South — which had become 
dependent on cheap British imports, was 
now forced to buy machinery, clothing, and 
other manufactured goods from Northern 
producers at significantly higher prices. 
Despite vociferous arguments, from South- 
ern politicians such as South Carolina’s 
John Calhoun, to the effect that the Tariff 
of Abominations was unconstitutional be- 
cause it gave preferential treatment to the 
manufacturing sector over agriculture and 
to the North over the South, the bill enjoyed 
enthusiastic support in the North as well as 
in the newly settled Midwest. Moreover, 
under pressure from the abolitionist move- 
ment at home, British manufacturers were 
strongly discouraged from doing business 
with the antebellum South which, together 
with the tariff, created a situation of eco- 
nomic vassalage; cotton and other south- 
ern agricultural products were sold mostly 
to the North, in exchange for significantly 
overpriced manufactured products. 

This state of affairs was intolerable to 
many in the South, and led to the confronta- 
tion between South Carolina and President 
Andrew Jackson known as the Nullifica- 
tion Crisis. The 1828 tariffhad been signed 
into law by John Quincy Adams, and 
Southerners expected his successor, An- 
drew Jackson, to repeal the tariff. Instead, 
Jackson signed into law a new tariff bill in 
1832 that, while reducing the rates from 
1828 levels, was still too high for many 
South Carolinians. Accordingly, the South 
Carolina legislature signed into law a bill 
nullifying — on grounds of unconstitution- 
ality — both the tariffs of 1828 and 1832, 
and declaring them of no effect within the 
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borders of South Carolina after February of 
1833. Both South Carolina and the Jackson 
administration began mobilizing for mili- 
tary conflict, with the former expecting the 
latter to attempt to enforce the tariff laws, 
and President Jackson threatening to round 
up and execute state legislators for treason. 
Fortunately, cooler heads prevailed; even 
as Congress passed a bill authorizing the 
use of force against the refractory South 
Carolinians, it also passed a new compro- 
mise tariff in early 1833, lowering the rates 
to levels acceptable to South Carolina and 
Southerners in general. For the moment, di- 
saster had been averted, but the practice of 
using tariffs as a political weapon had lit a 
fuse that would continue to spark and sput- 
ter before finally detonating at Fort Sumter 
28 years later. 

As to the constitutionality of tariffs, Ar- 
ticle I, Section 8 of the Constitution grants 
Congress, in its very first provision, the au- 
thority to levy “taxes, duties, imposts, and 
excises,” which certainly includes tariffs. It 
also stipulated that all such taxes and duties 
be “uniform throughout the United States,” 
meaning that — in contrast to the practice 
prior to the ratification of the Constitution 
— imported goods could not be taxed at 
different rates for different states. 

Nowhere does the Constitution state or 
imply that tariffs must be levied equally 


for all imported goods. And this was not 
surprising, since many early Americans 
shared Hamilton’s view that tariffs should 
be used as a tool to channel productive en- 
ergies into sectors deemed advantageous 
by politicians. This was the view of many 
Northern Whigs (and later, Republicans), 
who believed manufacturing to be the 
basis for economic growth. 

On the other hand, many Democrats, fol- 
lowing the lead of Jefferson, believed that 
tariffs, though less objectionable than other 
forms of taxation, should be kept to the ab- 
solute minimal level necessary to fund the 
government, and should be uniform across 
all imports to avoid favoritism; this was 
a program for revenue tariffs, rather than 
protectionism. The very first bill passed 
by the very first Congress under the U.S. 
Constitution, the Tariff Act of 1789, tried 
to reconcile these two conflicting views 
of tariffs by levying tariffs that, though 
extremely low, were far from uniform 
across all imported goods. At the behest of 
Hamilton, tariff rates were a complicated 
hodgepodge reflecting what Washington’s 
would-be economic and financial plan- 
ners in 1789 thought were in the nation’s 
best interest. Thus a five-percent fee was 
levied on the majority of imported items, 
but some — notably manufactured goods 
such as steel, ships, and cloth, as well as 


Reining in freedom: President Obama signs the Dodd-Frank bill in July 2010, which imposed 
comprehensive new controls on the financial sector. Such legislation has become symptomatic 
of out-of-control federal government that has all but extinguished the free market economy — in 
response to a public that has been conditioned to distrust free enterprise. 
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some agricultural goods such as 
tobacco — were assessed duties 
of up to 50 percent. The result was 
America’s very first experiment 
in economic favoritism, which 
conferred disproportional advan- 
tages on government-favored in- 
dustries such as steel and cloth, 
and agricultural producers such 
as tobacco farmers, relative to ev- 
eryone else. 

Tariffs, meanwhile — both 
protectionist and revenue — be- 
came the major source of fund- 
ing for the federal government, 
as the Founders intended, and 
remained so until the ratification 
of the 16th (income tax) Amend- 
ment and the creation of the 
Federal Reserve in 1913, after 
which the government began to 
rely more for its revenue needs 
on income taxes and on the Fed’s 
power to print money. 


Protectionism's Proponents 

But what of Hamilton’s argument 
in favor of government interfer- 
ence in the workings of the mar- 
ket, first realized in America via 
the tariff system? He is certainly 
not alone in so opining. In fact, 
his view appears to have been in 
common with those of many of 
his contemporaries among Eu- 
rope’s political elites. For exam- 
ple, there is this statement by the 
French revolutionary and bloody despot 
Robespierre: “The function of government 
is to direct the physical and moral pow- 
ers of the nation towards the object of its 
institution.” His fellow revolutionary St. 
Juste was of a similar opinion, believing 
that “the legislator commands the future. It 
is for him to will for the good of mankind. 
It is for him to make men what he wishes 
them to be.” And Rousseau, theorist of 


From the New Deal onward, a lion’s 


share of the energies of government were 
diverted to economic planning via the most 
complex and expensive bureaucracy ever 
created, one that continues to grow in size 


and cost almost exponentially. 
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Oligarch-in-Chief: John D. Rockefeller, founder of Standard 

Oil, only became wealthier and more powerful as a result of 
government meddling. His company was broken up by the federal 
government in America’s most celebrated act of “trust-busting,” 
leaving Rockefeller with a controlling share in all of the offspring 
corporations and wealthier than ever. As a result, Rockefeller 
became America’s arch-oligarch, and the dynasty he sired, using 
his vast fortune, has exerted a controlling interest in American 
government ever since. 


the secular Enlightenment that birthed the 
French Revolution and, eventually, mod- 
ern socialism, had this to say regarding the 
role of laws and lawmakers: 


If it is true that a great prince is a 
rare thing, how much more so must 
a great lawgiver be? The former has 
only to follow the pattern proposed 
to him by the latter. This latter is the 
engineer who invents the 
machine; the former is 
merely the workman who 
sets it in motion. 


Hamilton could not afford to 
be so candid with his country- 
men, but his arguments rest 
on a common assumption 
with those of the French revo- 


lutionaries (and their ideological 
heirs, the proponents of every 
species of modern socialism, in- 
terventionism, and corporate fa- 
voritism), namely, that those in 
government are wiser and more 
enlightened than the rest of us, and 
therefore are more qualified to de- 
termine what we may and may not 
buy, sell, and produce; with whom 
we may undertake such transac- 
tions; and at what price. 

But, insist the protectionists, it 
is in the national interest to en- 
courage certain industries, and 
to make sure they are not knee- 
capped by subsidized foreign 
competitors. To which a con- 
sistent partisan of liberty must 
reply: Why are men so ready to 
put their trust in the power of 
liberty to nullify any short-term 
disadvantages stemming from 
freedom of speech, freedom of 
religion, freedom of the press, 
and many other liberties that 
can be destabilizing and even 
dangerous, but do not give eco- 
nomic freedom the same benefit 
of the doubt? The protectionist 
arguments for selective tariffs 
see only the here and now (or, 
for early America, there and 
then, when agrarian America 
appeared — temporarily — to 
be at a huge disadvantage to in- 
dustrialized Western Europe). 
But in the longer term — only a few de- 
cades, really — the enormous advantages 
of American liberty propelled economic 
growth that even the most advanced Eu- 
ropean powers — with their feudal laws, 
their privileged nobilities, their centuries- 
old legal impediments to individual ad- 
vancement, and their dissipative imperial 
ambitions and court intrigues — could 
never hope to match. By the beginning 
of the 20th century, despite the trauma of 
the four-year Civil War, America was the 
economic marvel of the age, and after the 
British Empire self-destructed in two ruin- 
ous world wars, she became the preemi- 
nent military power as well. And this was 
not because she had aped European ways, 
but because she had distanced herself from 
them; not in spite of her greater economic 
freedom, but because of it. 
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The same protectionist policies that 
nurture favored industries in the short 
run will prove their undoing in the longer 
run; protected from honest competition, 
enterprises soon become bureaucratic, in- 
efficient, and unresponsive to consumer 
tastes. Entire economies constrained by 
protective regulatory webs soon ossify, 
whereas economies not so protected nor 
constrained will prosper in ways no eco- 
nomic planner can possibly anticipate. 
Talented souls will flee less-free econo- 
mies for freer, and prosperity conferred by 
laissez-faire economic policies will cause 
populations to swell and market bases to 
increase. But to understand all of this re- 
quires a measure of faith in freedom that 
those who prefer government planning 
generally do not possess. 

Unfortunately, from the mid-19th cen- 
tury onward, and especially after 1865, the 
federal government began colluding much 
more actively and energetically with in- 
dustry beyond mere monkeying with tariff 
rates. In the granting of banking charters, 
contracts for the construction of railroads, 
and concessions for postwar economic ac- 
tivity in the Reconstruction South, among 
many other things, the federal government 
more and more became an active agent in 
the workings of the market, laying more 
philosophical and legal precedents for the 
opening of the floodgates of corporatism 
in the 20th century. 

Every program of government interfer- 
ence with human liberty needs to have a 
rationale, and as the American economy 
grew, the rationale propounded by Ham- 
ilton was discarded and replaced with 
another. By the end of the 19th century, 
it was much harder to argue that govern- 
ment interference in the markets — via 
protectionist tariffs or any other activ- 
ity — was justifiable to give a fledgling 
American economy a leg up against much 
larger foreign competitors. No longer 
were American industries too small; now, 
it was argued, they had become too large 
— so-called monopolies — and needed 
to be regulated and even broken up, when 
needed, by a benign federal government. 
If protectionist tariffs were born because 
of misplaced solicitude for unfair compe- 
tition abroad, the antitrust movement of 
the late 19th century onward came about 
because of equally unfounded fear of un- 
fair competition at home. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


The antitrust movement got its impetus 
and legal imprimatur from the Sherman 
Antitrust Act of 1890. Although none of 
the framers of the Constitution could have 
imagined a federal government with the 
arbitrary authority to declare a private en- 
terprise too large and too powerful and to 
divvy it up into smaller corporations, the 
Sherman Antitrust Act was justified — 
like all other legislation permitting gov- 
ernment activism in the economy since 
— by the interstate commerce clause in 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution. 
Whereas the Founders had intended this 
clause to grant Congress the authority to 
arbitrate commercial disputes between 
states, the interstate commerce clause was 
reinterpreted in the late 19th century to be 
an essentially blanket writ of government 
authority over any and all economic ac- 
tivity (all of which is potentially interstate 
in scope, according to the champions of 
activist government). 

The first thing the federal government 
set about to do with its expanded new 
powers over monopolistic behavior was to 
engage in “trust busting.” The best known 
application of the Sherman Antitrust Act 
— and a textbook case for the unintended 
consequences of market interventionism 
— was the breakup of Standard Oil, the 


gigantic oil corporation founded and built 
into a multinational behemoth by John 
D. Rockefeller, his brother William, and 
several other men. Incorporated in Ohio 
in 1870, Standard Oil, responding to the 
burgeoning need for oil production in the 
brand-new modern economy, grew into 
the wealthiest and most successful com- 
pany the world had ever seen. Its many 
competitors groused about Standard Oil’s 
alleged unfair business practices — which 
resulted in delivering products more 
cheaply to consumers than any other oil 
company could. Standard Oil pioneered 
new methods of streamlining production, 
lowering costs, and maximizing produc- 
tivity — giving them the ability to under- 
cut less efficient competitors. Consumers, 
as they always do, voted with their wallets, 
and Standard Oil was winning the petro- 
leum production ballot by a landslide. 
But politicians, eager as always to share 
in the power and profits of economic suc- 
cess created by entrepreneurs, lost little time 
going after Standard Oil once Sherman was 
on the books. In 1911, the Supreme Court 
— itself no longer any partisan of limited 
government — ruled that Standard Oil was 
illegal under the Sherman Antitrust Act. 
Accordingly, Standard Oil was broken up 
into 33 smaller corporations, to the delight 


New Deal: FDR, shown here in 1933, transformed the federal government from a more or less 
neutral observer of the market to an overweening economic overlord. It is no exaggeration to 
say that the New Deal represented a decisive turn away from laissez-faire capitalism and into 
comprehensive interventionism, which will eventually result in a total command economy. 
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It is the height of hubris to imagine 
that a cadre of government planners, 


however gifted, could possibly have better 
economic judgment than the voluntary 
collective decision-making that constitutes 


the free market. 


of the “trust busters.” But John D. Rock- 
efeller was made majority shareholder in 
all 33 of those daughter corporations, and 
was transformed by legislative fiat into the 
world’s richest man. Thus the supposed 
breakup of the Standard Oil monopoly 
merely created another more diffuse — but 
withal more powerful — monopoly, and 
cemented the dynastic clout of Rockefel- 
ler’s descendants down to the present day. 
In place of a successful giant corporation 
within the framework of a more or less free 
market, we now have in the Rockefellers 
a veritable American oligarchy exercising 
decisive power over American politics and 
a vast range of economic and financial con- 
cerns, a definitive wedding of public and 
private power if ever there was one. 


Big Government Boom 

But if the pre-World War I antitrust move- 
ment created a steady stream of new 
excuses for the federal government to 
meddle in the affairs of the marketplace, 
the Great Depression and the ensuing 
legislation associated with FDR’s New 
Deal definitively opened the floodgates, 
effectively extinguishing once and for all 
any lingering illusion that America was 
willing to support laissez-faire capital- 
ism. The long and painful series of market 
crashes, bank runs, and recessionary peri- 
ods that constituted the Great Depression 
convinced many Americans that the free 
market was not to be trusted; FDR’s thor- 
oughgoing regimentation of the American 
economy along European interventionist 
lines cemented the notion that the proper 
role of government was to use every pos- 
sible tool — financial, legislative, regu- 
latory, and fiscal — to achieve centrally 
planned national economic goals. Thence- 
forth, allegedly significant statistics such 
as unemployment rates, gross domestic 
products, and interest rates were bruited 
about by politicians and the media as ef- 
fortlessly as sports scores. Offices and 
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bureaus consecrated to the 
collection of economic and 
financial data, the formula- 
tion of statistics, and the es- 
tablishment of national goals 
such as ideal rates of employ- 
ment and productivity prolif- 
erated like mushrooms after 
the rain. From the New Deal 
onward, a lion’s share of the 
energies of government were diverted to 
economic planning via the most complex 
and expensive bureaucracy ever created, 
one that continues to grow in size and cost 
almost exponentially, and seemingly has 
an unappeasable appetite for data in order 
to “run the economy,” as we are wont to 
say nowadays. 

It should be noted that the New Deal 
touched all sectors of the economy; not 
just manufacturers but also farmers, not 
only large corporations but also Main 
Street mom and pop concerns, were all 
drawn equally into a new regime of eco- 
nomic controls and regulations. Nor did 
the New Deal expire with the end of the 
Great Depression. Many of its programs 
— Social Security, for example, as well 
as the regulations foisted on Wall Street, 
banks, and the stock market during the 
1930s — are still with us. 

And nowadays, the federal government 
does far, far more to exert control over the 
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economy and to pick winners and losers 
among the myriad of corporate competi- 
tors than even FDR could have envisioned. 
The favorite tool among politicians to 
encourage growth and innovation along 
politically approved lines is the subsidy, 
the modern equivalent to the “bounties” 
and “premiums” that caused Hamilton 
so much anxiety. And subsidies illustrate 
abundantly how misguided the interven- 
tionism recommended by Hamilton ends 
up being. Subsidies always flow to po- 
litically favored causes, which nowadays 
means politically correct but completely 
wrongheaded flights of political fancy. 
One case in point is automobiles, the 
producers of which have received lavish 
subsidies for decades to encourage greater 
fuel efficiency and safety. Unfortunately 
for government bureaucrats, maximal fuel 
efficiency means very small, light cars 
such as the Smart car — vehicles that will 
crumple like tinfoil in any collision. While 
there is a market for ultra-compact, very 
fuel-efficient vehicles, most consumers 
prefer larger, safer vehicles such as SUVs 
— which also have much greater carrying 
capacity than so-called econoboxes. While 
it would be wonderful to have Chevy Sub- 
urbans that get 40 miles to the gallon, con- 
sumers have decided, for the most part, that 
lower gas mileage is an acceptable trade- 
off for vehicles that can transport entire 


Government-approved: Now-notorious Solyndra, which received hundreds of millions in 
“stimulus” money from the Obama administration, is a perfect example of the hubris of 
corporatism. Despite a long track record of prohibitive production costs and lukewarm consumer 
interest in solar energy, Obama decided to shower the corporation with taxpayer-funded 
government money because it’s fashionable. Solyndra has since filed for bankruptcy. 
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families, friends, pets, camping gear, and 
much more with ease — and offer tank- 
like security in the event of an accident. 
Consumers have found that larger, sturdier 
cars can give them safety and convenience, 
and rank those traits much higher than fuel 
efficiency. In other words, consumer taste 
and choice is completely at odds with the 
preferences of political elites who continue 
to subsidize greater fuel efficiency, alterna- 
tive fuels such as ethanol, and other envi- 
ronmentalist imperatives that have little to 
do with providing better vehicles from the 
consumer’s point of view. 

And the same is true for subsidies else- 
where in the economy. “Alternative” ener- 
gy R&D, for example, is heavily subsidized 
while market-driven energy sources that 
deliver energy cheaply are actively under- 
cut. Just ask any resident of Pennsylvania 
(this author’s home state), which has seen 
heating prices plummet over the last few 
years as a result of the revolution in natural- 
gas production known as fracking (much 
maligned by Big Government liberals) 
— even as heavily subsidized wind farms 
have been erected all across the state by for- 
eign corporations such as Spain’s Gamesa, 
who are happy to take U.S. taxpayer dol- 
lars to erect the unsightly and massively 
inefficient turbines wherever government 
planners want them. In a truly free mar- 
ket, wind turbines would have very limited 
utility next to, say, nuclear power, but the 
construction of wind farms continues apace 
even as the nuclear power sector, bereft of 
political favor, slowly fades away. 

One of the most blatant tools that the 
government uses to protect firms from 
competitors and from the consequences 
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The future? The Terrafugia, the latest attempt by private enterprise to produce a bona 
fide flying car, is likely to be hindered by a federal government determined to get 


of poor business decisions is the bailout, 
essentially the mother of all subsidies. 
Formerly exceptional events reserved for 
the likes of a Chrysler, bailouts of large 
corporations deemed too large or impor- 
tant to fail have become the order of the 
day under presidents George W. Bush and 
Barack Obama. Under President Obama, 
bailouts have taken the form of blatant po- 
litical favoritism — such as the scandalous 
$536,000,000 loan guarantee extended to 
solar panel manufacturer Solyndra under 
Obama’s American Recovery and Rein- 
vestment Act. Solyndra, it is now alleged, 
was rewarded for pursuing politically cor- 
rect R&D — solar power — before filing 
for bankruptcy anyway. Solar power, as 
has been well known for decades, is not 
economically very viable, but that didn’t 
stop environmentalists in the Department 
of Energy from subsidizing Solyndra’s 
pie-in-the-sky business plan. 

Modern subsidies have many faces — di- 
rect grants, loan guarantees, loans at better 
terms of repayment and lower interest rates 
than the market would dictate, tax breaks, 
and public-private hybrid concerns, for ex- 
ample — but they all amount to the same 
thing: using the resources of the federal 
government to attempt to engineer the econ- 
omy. And such activities have led to mas- 
sive waste and misdirection of resources. 

We will never know how much more 
progress we might have made as a nation 
without such waste and misdirection, but 
one homely example from the annals of 
science fiction might give some idea. For 
decades, engineers have been trying to 
build flying cars, a staple of science fiction 
since the pulp magazines of the last century. 


Thanks to the Jetsons and Marty McFly, the 
flying car has become synonymous in the 
popular imagination with a techno-paradise 
of the future. Indeed, during my boyhood, 
this seemed like a reasonable expectation. 
Back in the ’70s and ’80s, private aircraft of 
all shapes and sizes were everywhere, from 
Piper Cubs and Cessnas to ultralights. The 
sky on any warm summer day was literally 
abuzz with them. Today, in stark contrast, 
a private plane (aside from a corporate jet) 
is arare sight; government regulations have 
all but driven recreational airplane produc- 
ers out of business, and have driven the 
time and cost of getting a pilot’s license 
to levels that only the wealthiest and most 
dedicated can afford. In other words, even 
as government has been subsidizing the 
auto industry, it has been doing precisely 
the opposite for small, private aircraft. And 
with a few dogged dreamers — such as the 
designers of the Terrafugia — still working 
to develop flying cars, most of the appre- 
hension in the literature about this fledgling 
industry is not over whether such devices 
will work, but whether they can ever pos- 
sibly pass government regulatory muster. 
There can be no doubt that there is a large 
market for personal aircraft, but govern- 
ment — implacably hostile to the prospect 
of its citizens having the wherewithal to fly 
anywhere they want — has done its utmost 
to keep commuters’ wheels on the ground 
and stuck in freeway traffic. 

Alexander Hamilton’s faith in the cor- 
poratist model was based on two flawed 
assumptions — first, that the government 
knows better than consumers how to make 
economic choices, and second, that the 
elites’ vision of what is best for the economy 
will be in the consumers’ best interests. But 
as experience has shown, the interests of 
the elites are usually completely at variance 
with those of the rest of us. Meanwhile, it is 
the height of hubris to imagine that a cadre 
of government planners, however gifted, 
could possibly have better economic judg- 
ment than the voluntary collective decision- 
making that constitutes the free market. If 
America is ever to disentangle itself from 
the bindings of corporatism — with its im- 
mense cost to innovation, productivity, and 
personal liberty — it will have to regain its 
former trust in the power of liberty, includ- 
ing the free market, to outperform any type 
of collectivist, interventionist, or corporat- 
ist alternative. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


“T reckon | connected” 


WRAL.com reported on May 12 about 
a homeowner who put his AR-15 rifle to 
good use. Jonathan Haith of Henderson, 
North Carolina, was fast asleep in his bed 
when he was awakened by the sound of 
someone knocking on his back door. Un- 
beknownst to Haith at the time, an armed 
intruder was attempting to break into his 
home through a rear entry. Haith initially 
ignored the sounds as he tried to return 
to sleep, but a loud banging noise com- 
ing from the laundry room alerted him to 
potential trouble. 

He grabbed a loaded rifle that he keeps 
underneath his bed and exited his bed- 
room. Haith told WRAL.com, “I crouched 
down, grabbed the firearm and was walk- 
ing up the hallway.... As soon as I poked 
my head around the corner I saw a tall male 
standing there with a gun.” The shocked 
intruder fired his weapon at Haith, who 
immediately fired back. “He shot first, 
I shot second.... He missed and I reckon 
I connected.” Haith shot the intruder in 
the stomach, which sent the man fleeing 
from the house, only to collapse across 
the street in a church parking lot. Police 
were called to the scene, and they sought 
medical attention for the badly wounded 
suspect. Authorities also arrested a second 
man waiting in a nearby car. Haith wasn’t 
proud about what happened, but reluctant- 
ly admitted that he didn’t have any other 
choice but to fire his rifle. “I guess I did 
the right thing,” Haith said. “I just reacted 
the best way possible.” 


Second Time in a Week 


The Columbus Dispatch reported on May 
13 about an Ohio couple who were bur- 
glarized twice in a one-week period. In 
the second incident, the homeowners, 
69-year-old Emerson Frazier and his wife, 
58-year-old Nancy Frazier, heard their 
burglar alarm go off at 4 a.m. They went 
to their detached garage to investigate, 
and they discovered two intruders break- 
ing into the garage. The intruders physi- 
cally attacked the couple, but Mr. Frazier, 
known as “Moley,” was armed and shot 
one of the attackers in the chest. That in- 
truder, who died later at a nearby hospi- 
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tal, was identified as 21-year-old Rayley 
Kroah. Mrs. Frazier frantically explained 
the details to the 911 dispatcher: “One run 
away. He knocked me down.... But the 
other one’s shot in my garage.” She also 
explained that the one who ran away tried 
wrestling the gun away from her husband 
after he shot the first attacker: “He took 
my husband’s gun.... He was going to 
shoot my husband.” 

The Fraziers’ daughter, Stella Mounts, 
spoke about what happened with the Co- 
lumbus Dispatch. She said that her parents 
are diabetic, that her mother has tumors 
and suffers from seizures, that her father 
was very dismayed that an intruder died, 
and that both her parents were bruised and 
shaken by the attack. She also explained 
that when the alarm first went off in the 
earlier incident, the intruder left before 
stealing anything. She said that family 
members were looking into adding secu- 
rity cameras and reinforcing the garage 
door, but they didn’t get a chance before 
the criminals returned. “We didn’t think 
this was going to happen again so soon,” 
said the couple’s daughter-in-law, Margie 
Frazier. 


Senior Citizen 


Versus Senior Citizen 


The News Democrat reported on May 8 
about a 72-year-old widower who lived 
alone shooting and killing a suspected 
burglar who was later discovered to be 
a 62-year-old man. St. Clair County (Il- 
linois) Sheriff Rick Watson told the News 
Democrat that they received a call that 
someone was breaking into a residence 
and the homeowner could hear the glass 
breaking. “When the guy got through the 
glass, the homeowner fired his sidearm 
and didn’t know if he hit the man or not. 
The (burglar) took off and when we got 
there we found him in the driveway.... Our 
deputies tried to revive him but it didn’t 
work.” Watson said. Police discovered the 
deceased suspect near his getaway vehicle. 

Watson explained that the widower had 
been victimized twice before and was 
suffering from health problems. Watson 
also explained that the elderly man, who 


is now staying with relatives, was quite 
distraught when he learned that he had 
killed the intruder. “He is pretty broke 
up about the whole thing. Like I said he 
didn’t know if he hit him or not. When he 
found out the guy was deceased it broke 
him up. It’s just an unfortunate incident,” 
Watson said. “Everybody says that if 
somebody comes into my house I’d shoot 
them. That’s not as easy as you think. It’s 
truly not. If you do have to do it, then you 
have to live with that the rest of your life. 
This guy is going to have to live with this 
the rest of his life.” 

Watson added that the investigation 
was being handled like any other inves- 
tigation, even though the victim is elderly 
and suffers from a medical condition. “We 
brought him in and talked to him to make 
sure his statement matches the facts and 
evidence. He is released at this time.... 
Right now, it appears what he said is what 
happen[ed],” Watson said. 


Intruder Breaks In 
With Gardening Tool 


KTAR.com reported on May 6 about a 
strange and terrifying break-in that oc- 
curred in West Phoenix, Arizona. A 
47-year-old woman was home alone when 
she heard her doorbell ring. She decided 
not to answer the door and soon heard 
the doorknob rattling as the person on the 
other side attempted to gain entry to the 
home. Then the stranger went to the side 
of her house and started trying to open a 
side gate. The man then began peering 
into her windows and door before break- 
ing through her rear sliding door with a 
garden tool. 

The terrified woman immediately called 
911 and grabbed her pistol. She ran to her 
bathroom to hide, but the intruder found 
her and punched her several times in the 
face. The woman was able to fire one shot 
at the man, which seriously injured him 
and caused him to collapse on the bath- 
room floor. Police arrived on the scene and 
found the wounded suspect, who they said 
will be charged once he is released from 
the hospital. Hl 

— PATRICK KREY 
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The VA Proves Adept at 
Doctoring — of Data 


Item: White House press secretary Jay 
Carney acknowledged on May 19 that 
years ago President Obama had been 
warned about the problems within the VA. 
“You have more veterans being served 
through health centers around the coun- 
try. You have more veterans having the 
availability of disability claims approved 
through that process,’ Carney told report- 
ers at a press conference. “And those two 
facts put additional stress on the system 
[and] require additional support and fund- 
ing from the administration, from the gov- 
ernment, from Congress.” 
ITEM: The Washington Post for May 22 
reported: “President Obama delivered a 
forceful defense of his veterans policies 
Wednesday, saying that caring for veter- 
ans and their families is ‘one of the causes 
of my presidency’ and vowing to punish 
those responsible for long wait times and 
other serious problems at military medi- 
cal centers.... Obama sought to reassure 
.. others outraged over allegations that 
staffers at some Department of Veterans 
Affairs facilities had doctored records to 
cover up lengthy wait times and that some 
patients had died while waiting for care.” 
Item: The Washington Post said in an edi- 
torial on May 22 that America’ veterans 
“deserve not to be treated as so many pawns 
in election-year gamesmanship — but that 
sadly is proving to be the case in Congress 
increasingly hyperbolic response.” 
CORRECTION: As embarrassing as it might 
be to some of the administration’s apolo- 
gists, the main malefactors in the burgeon- 
ing scandal over the treatment of veterans 
are not those who are complaining about 
the malfeasance. Rather, the fault is with 
the actual incompetents, those who falsi- 
fied records and created secret waiting 
lists to try to hide the treatment delays, 
and those who covered up these acts or 
deliberately looked the other way. 

We find ourselves concurring with the 
critic who asserted fervently that “Ameri- 
ca’s veterans deserve a President who will 
fight for them not just when it’s easy or 
convenient, but every hour of every day 
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Medical malfeasance: At the Phoenix VA Health Care Center, veterans waited on average 91 days 
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longer for their first medical appointment than the hospital reported, even though VA doctors and 
nurses earn far more than their private-sector peers. 


for the next four years.” The problem is 
those were the empty words spoken in 
November of 2007 by the senator from 
Illinois who wanted to be president, and 
not the actions of the Barack Obama who 
wound up in the White House. 

Recently, when accounts linking VA 
delays to dozens of deaths — reports that 
started in Arizona and spread elsewhere — 
became too obvious to ignore, the Obama 
White House pulled out its well-honed 
excuse tool. The president affected both 
anger and indignation over the allegations 
and ignorance about what happened, say- 
ing more time was needed until all facts 
could be ascertained. The tactic was simi- 
larly used in scandals involving Mexican 
gun-running, the attack on diplomatic fa- 
cilities in Benghazi, and the ObamaCare 
rollout, among others. 

In this instance, the press said that the first 
time that the administration learned about 
the VA situation was from media accounts. 
When the evening news came on, we were 
supposed to believe, as flack Carney put it, 
“That’s when we learned about them.” 

Well, except for all those other warn- 
ings. The Obama transition team is known 
to have been told about the findings of re- 
peated audits that showed that the agency 
was misreporting the time it took to provide 
treatment. And, as summarized in part by 


Guy Benson on TownHall.com: “The GAO 
raised red flags about wait lists for care in 
2012 (virtually no progress has been made 
in rectifying problems, according to the 
[Wall Street Journal]), and allegations of 
fraud were brought to the department’s at- 
tention on several occasions in 2013. CBS 
News has noted that at least one major al- 
legation of wait list fraud was investigated 
and confirmed by the VA last year.” 
Eventually, the press secretary’s memory 
cleared. He then admitted that this was “not 
a new issue” to Obama. “The President, as 
we all know, has been talking about the is- 
sues and challenges facing VA since he was 
a candidate. And it was precisely those prob- 
lems that had been identified and discussed 
in 2006, 2007 and 2008 that he spoke about 
as a candidate and that led him to commit to 
increased resources,” said Carney. Indeed, 
we were assured, ““That’s why he has been 
focused on it since he’s been president.” 
Well, if he didn’t go back on his word, he 
sure dodged it pretty well. President Obama 
has claimed to be concentrated like a laser 
beam on fixing the VA years before he heard 
there were big problems on his watch. 
Even the liberal establishment New York 
Times wasn’t buying this, reporting that 


more than five years into his presi- 
dency, Mr. Obama has again found 
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himself exposed to political danger 
by a bureaucracy that seems beyond 
his immediate control. 

In responding to the allegations 
of delays at veterans hospitals, the 
Obama White House has embraced 
what has become a familiar public re- 
lations pattern in dealing with political 
crises: Administration officials declare 
their outrage as they urge patience 
while an investigation is completed. 


The predictable left-wing answer to every- 
thing — more funding — also becomes a 
more difficult contention in the face of facts. 
Over the course of a decade to 2013, as it 
happens, the Department of Veterans A ffairs 
has enjoyed a budget boost to $140.9 billion 
— a titanic increase of 92.2 percent. 

Unfortunately, the difficulties within the 
VA are not stray flukes on rare occasions. 
They are systemic. This should be expected 
of a massive and muddled government-run 
disorganization. Veterans Affairs is, after 
the Department of Defense, the largest of 
the Cabinet agencies. Consider its makeup. 
As J.D. Gordon, a retired Navy command- 
er, pointed out on FoxNews.com: 


Since civil service promotions are 
traditionally based more on senior- 
ity than performance, and it’s near 
impossible to fire anyone, there’s a 
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punch-the-clock mentality that’s per- 
vasive. Not surprisingly, there’s little 
to no sense of urgency. So to instill 
incentives, the VA shells out high 
salaries and bonuses, deserved or not. 

According to a Fox News report, 
Phoenix VA hospital paid staff up to 
$357,000 for doctor executives and 
$147,000 for nursing staff. On aver- 
age, doctors and nurses in Phoenix 
make just over half those figures. 

Meanwhile, the gardening bud- 
get at Phoenix VA hospital was over 
$180,000 in 2013. The facility also 
spent $211,000 on interior design 
over the past three years. 

... If it were in the private sector, it 
would have been shuttered long ago. 


Again, it is not just one regional office suf- 
fering from a rare aberration of bad man- 
agement. It seems that there has been more 
doctoring of data than of vets. Word of a 
2010 memo surfaced recently in hearings 
by the Senate Veterans Affairs Committee. 
Senator Johnny Isakson (R-Ga.) quoted 
from the eight-page memo written by a VA 
administrator who described a number of 
the methods used by agency healthcare of- 
ficials to “game the system” by falsifying 
delays in medical care. 

As we write, other evidence has also 
emerged about the fudging of procedures 


in numerous state medical centers so that 
they could claim to be meeting the time- 
limit policies. Yet, even with these at- 
tempts at escape and evasion from bureau- 
cratic requirements, only about four of 
every 10 new patients were seen within the 
supposedly mandated 14 days. Such poor 
performance is what apparently helped to 
lead to the creation of secret lists. 

These surreptitious lists, as summarized 
by columnist Arnold Ahlert, contained 


the names of veterans waiting to 
get on the official list. In Phoenix, 
as many as 1,400 to 1,600 veterans 
were forced to wait for months before 
they could see a doctor. “The scheme 
was deliberately put in place to avoid 
the VA’s own internal rules,” said Dr. 
Sam Foote, a 24-year Phoenix VA 
physician who blew the whistle on 
the scam in that facility. 

He and other sources further noted 
that VA officials instructed the staff to 
avoid using the computer system to 
make appointments. When a veteran 
requested an appointment, staff were 
instructed to do a screen capture, print 
out the info, and dump the computer 
file “‘so there’s no record that you were 
ever here,” Foote explained. 

Asecond VA in Fort Collins, Colo- 
rado, also falsified their lists, accord- 
ing to findings by the VA’s Office of 
Medical Inspector. But there, where 
as many as 6,300 veterans waited 
months to be seen, if clerical staff 
allowed records to reveal veterans 
waited longer than 14 days for an 
appointment, they were placed on a 
“bad boy list” as punishment. 


And what sort of message is being passed 
to underlings in the bureaucracy from the 
top? Secretary Eric Shinseki has come out 
against making senior management more 
accountable. Really. 

The former general is afraid, as noted 
by Stephanie Gaskell of Defense One, 
that if “the VA is seen as cracking down 
on its employees, no one will want to work 
there.” Shinseki not long ago told the Sen- 
ate VA Committee: “What I want to be 
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sure of is that we are not causing 
folks who might want to come 
work for VA to choose not to do 
so. We need their talent and we 
need their expertise. If people 
stop coming to VA because they 
think we’re heavy-handed on 
everything, then veterans in the 
long run are the ones who suffer 
the impact of that.” [Since this 
column was written, Eric Shin- 
seki has been shown the door 
after findings from a prelimi- 
nary investigation revealed that 
the Philadelphia VA hospital 
placed 1,700 veterans on unof- 
ficial wait lists and that the av- 
erage wait time for a first-time 
appointment was 115 days.| 

So how great a job are these 
folks doing? The word is fi- 
nally reaching the general pub- 
lic. It isn’t pretty. For National 
Review Online, John Fund has 
recapped some of the accounts: 


There’s a lot to be mad about 
at the Department of Veter- 
ans Affairs. Michael Tanner 
of the Cato Institute notes that more 
than 344,000 claims for veterans’ 
care are backed up and waiting to be 
processed. It takes an average of 160 
days for a veteran to be approved for 
health benefits, and the VA itself es- 
timates that it has an error rate of at 
least 9 percent in processing claims. 
According to VA figures for 2012, as 
reported by the Washington Post, “a 
veteran who takes an appeal through 
all available administrative steps faces 
an average wait of 1,598 days.” That’s 
more than four years of waiting. 
Obamacare will dramatically ex- 
pand access to the health-care system 
at the same time that many surveys 
show doctors are likely to retire or cut 
back their hours. It is almost inevitable 
that we'll see more waiting-list scan- 
dals as the need to ration care grows. 


Resorting to rationing is virtually in- 
evitable with such government-provided 
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Delayed service, 


schemes. This is why the mention of 
“death panels,” when ObamaCare was 
being sold, attracted so much flak: The 
description was too accurate. 

Some of those running interference for 
socialized medicine over the years are 
keeping their heads down now, but their 
prescriptions can still be found on the In- 
ternet. Ezra Klein, then of the Washington 
Post, said that “expanding the Veterans 
Health Administration to non-veterans” 
was “one of my favorite ideas.” 

As recently as 2011, Nobel Prize-win- 
ning economist Paul Krugman was writ- 
ing in the New York Times about how the 
VA is a model of “socialized medicine.” 
Those were his words. And, he said, “it 
works, and suggests what it will take to 
solve the troubles of U.S. health care 
more broadly.” Said Krugman: “Cru- 
cially, the V.H.A. is an integrated sys- 
tem, which provides health care as well 
as paying for it. So it’s free from the per- 
verse incentives created when doctors 


and hospitals profit from ex- 
pensive tests and procedures.” 

There is one thing that is 
accurate about Krugman’s de- 
scription of the “huge success 
story” of the VA: This is what a 
goodly number of government 
planners think should be pre- 
scribed for ObamaCare. 

We’ve been warned. The edi- 
tors of the Wall Street Journal 
correctly observe that govern- 
ment models have their own 
“perverse incentives,” which, 
in turn, lead 


to treatment delays and pre- 
ventable deaths, which the 
bureaucracy then tries to 
cover up. This isn’t an ac- 
cident or one-time error. It 
is inherent in a system that 
allocates resources by po- 
litical force rather than in- 
dividual consumer choices. 
The VA is ObamaCare’s ul- 
timate destination. 

The VA operates on a 
“global budget” that Con- 
gress sets each year to provide vet- 
erans a guaranteed level of benefits. 
All veterans are entitled to free pre- 
ventative screenings, immunizations, 
lab services and EKGs. Most are re- 
quired to pay little to nothing out of 
pocket for medical appointments, 
hospital care and drugs. 

All of this creates an ever-growing 
demand for more services, but in a 
world of inevitably limited resources. 
As in every government-run system, 
the only way the VA can provide 
universal, low-cost health care is 
by rationing. At the VA, this means 
long waiting lists to see doctors and 
get the “free” treatment veterans are 
entitled to. 
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expedited death: As is typical with cancer patients’ 
experiences with nationalized healthcare in Britain, U.S. Army veteran 
Donald Douglass’ small cancerous spot on his forehead became 
lethal before the VA got around to removing it. He died in 2012. 


We need to keep in mind that the govern- 
ment isn’t doing things for us, it is doing 
things fo us. That is why the sales-pitchmen 
try to hide the thorns on the bed of ruses. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. HOAR 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY SELWYN DUKE 


A Killers Journey From Hollywood to Hell 


on all young cou- 

ples.... | was capable 
of killing them, and I wanted 
to. I wanted to kill them slow- 
ly, to strip the skins off their 
flesh. They deserve it. The 
males deserve it for taking 
the females away from me, 
and the females deserve it for 
choosing those males instead 
of me” — My Twisted World, 
The Story of Elliot Rodger, 
page 87. 

On the surface, Elliot Rod- 
ger had it all. The son of a 
Hollywood director, he lived 
a life of opulence and oppor- 
tunity, able to attend private 
schools, receiving VIP passes for special events and film pre- 
mieres, and visiting six different countries by the age of four. He 
regularly bought expensive designer clothes, wore $300 Armani 
sunglasses, and could fly first class. And when he killed six 
people on May 23 in a rampage centered around the University 
of California, Santa Barbara, campus, he was driving a BMW 
3281 coupe, a car most Americans could scarcely afford. 

But it was Rodger’s unfulfilled desires for women’s atten- 
tion and sex that truly drove him — to despair, jealousy and, 
ultimately, to murder and suicide. 

The good-looking Rodger’s fairer-sex fumbling was not 
inexplicable. Plagued by childhood shyness, he developed so- 
cial anxiety and a fear of girls so intense that he at one point 
begged his parents to send him to an all-boys high school. Yet 
as he proceeded through adolescence, he became increasingly 
distraught by the fact that he was still a virgin who had never 
kissed a girl, while all the “popular kids” were enjoying lives of 
“fun and pleasure.” He was superior to them, he said, and was 
being denied his birthright. It became so bad that he couldn’t 
even stand to see opposite-sex teenagers having fun or young, 
amorous couples walking together; he would seethe with hatred 
and envy and then often drive home crying in his car; he’d avoid 
occasions where they might be present; he’d immerse himself 
in a video-game fantasy land for long stretches to escape the 
outside world. 

And when you watch Rodger’s videos and read his manifesto, 
what strikes you is his superficial values. A man is defined by sex- 
ual conquest, beautiful girlfriends, status, and by wealth, which he 
said was “one of the most important defining factors of self-worth 
and superiority.” And he saw wealth (above and beyond what he 
had) as the key to attracting the women he desired. 

Whether Rodger was mentally ill, spiritually ill, or both, his 
attitude assuredly reflected the omnipresent sexual messages 
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in schools, in the media and 
the rest of entertainment, and 
on the street. Note, too, that 
these influences are especial- 
ly intense in the tony southern 
California neighborhood and 
Tinseltown set in which Rod- 
ger circulated. And Rodger 
made clear in his manifesto 
that if he couldn’t live the life 
of sexual pleasure the popular 
kids were supposedly enjoy- 
ing, there was no point in liv- 
ing at all. Literally. 

It’s not surprising that 
Rodger talked so much 
about “fun” and “pleasure” 

—. and of how his “enemies” 
were enjoying “hedonistic” 
lifestyles. Hedonism was all he had. 

Rodger was given material things; he had a childhood of plea- 
sure. But not once in his book-length manifesto is there mention 
of faith — not even a “They took me to church a few times and 
I hated it.” Nothing. A thoroughly secular upbringing was his 
lot. This matters because if there is no God, no Truth, and no 
afterlife, there are no great causes to live for, nothing to die for, 
and no true right and wrong; there is no inherent meaning. So 
without Truth to guide behavior, the only thing left to fall back 
on is feelings. And what feels better than pleasure? There’s noth- 
ing else to live for in a godless universe. Hedonism is the only 
worldview that makes sense. 

So, Rodger had nothing above his feelings to tell him they 
were wrong. There was nothing credible that could persuade 
him that there really was something higher than money and sex 
to live for. He perceived no perfection from above, compared 
to which he’d pale, that could tell him he wasn’t “the perfect 
man” he claimed to be and inculcate humility, though I’m sure 
“self-esteem” — now a euphemism for pride — was empha- 
sized in his schools. There was no chance he could understand 
that God’s approval is enough; he didn’t need man’s approval. 
And there was no reason for him to think of others as children 
of God deserving of love and forgiveness and not enemies who 
denied him love and affection, enemies deserving of what he 
called his “Day of Retribution.” 

Of course, it was a unique set of influences and personal pe- 
culiarities that led to Rodger’s actions that fateful Friday. The 
Truth is termed “the Truth” and a lie is labelled “a lie” for a 
reason: There’s only one of the former but legions of the latter. 
And when someone doesn’t have the narrow road of Truth, you 
never do know which dead-end path he will follow. 

Then again, if all this is too deep for Hollywood thinkers, we 
could just blame guns, knives, cars, and the stars. Hi 
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Common Core: A Scheme To Rewrite Education 

Common Core — an initiative to impose new national curriculum standards and government 
surveillance on students — will harm students, not benefit them. A 16-page reprint adapted 
from articles that appeared in the August 19, 2013 issue of TNA — pgs. 10-23. (2013, 16pp, 
1/$0.753 25/$15.00; 100/$55.00; 1,000/$500.00) RPCCSTRE 


Dangers and Threats: Common Core 

This video tells how a federal scheme to control schools’ curricula unrolled without fan- 
fare or opposition though it generally lowers education standards and morals for kids. 
Sleeved DVD (2013, 70min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDDATCC 
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Working Together to Rewrite the Constitution 

Many on the political Right want to call an Article V constitutional convention to tweek the 
Constitution to make government live within its limits, yet ironically, they are working with 
leftists who want to rewrite the Constitution and abandon limits. (Reprint) (2014, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 
25/$10.00; 100/$35.005 1,000/$300.00) RPWTRC 
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Gun Control and the Third Reich 

“Gun Control in the Third Reich” spans the two decades from the birth 
of the Weimar Republic in 1918 through Kristallnacht in 1938. The 
book then presents a panorama of pertinent events during World War II 
regarding the effects of the disarming policies. And even though the Nazis 
decreed the death penalty for possession of a firearm, there developed 
instances of heroic armed resistance by Jews, particularly the Warsaw 
ghetto uprising. (2013, pb, $19.95) BKGCTR 


Neoconservatives: Changing American Politics 
Why is it that no matter whether Democrats or Republicans win the 
presidency, our country continues to suffer? The answer to this question 
reveals a stealthy shift that has occurred in American politics involving 
both parties, including the capture of the GOP by neoconservatives. 
Sleeved DVD (2013, 20min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 
50-99/$0.75ea; 100-999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDNCAP 

Cased DVD (2013, 20min, 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50; 25/$98.75; 100/$225.00) 
DVDNC 
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